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JEwIsH FRONTIER 


WORLD PRESS REACTS TO PARTITION 


Jewish Agency Denies Mandate Is 
Unworkable and Protests British 
Violation of Jewish Rights in Fix- 
ing “Political Maximum” for 
Jewish Immigration. 


XPRESSING AMAZEMENT at the 

recommendation of the Royal Com- 

mission report, the Executive of the 
Jewish Agency for Palestine issued a state- 
ment calling upon the Jewish people to 
unite all their forces for the defense of 
“our inalienable right to our historic home- 
land and our national future in Eretz 
Israel.” It charges that the failure of the 
Palestine Government to provide for the 
security of the country during the dis- 
turbances had reduced it to a state of 
anarchy that led the Commission to decide 
upon the radical proposals contained in the 
report. The statement read, in part: ‘The 
palliatives suggested by the Royal Com- 
mission, no less than the scheme for par- 
tition, are incompatible with the Mandate 
of 1922. Before they could be imple- 
mented, the Mandate would have to be 
changed by the League, of Nations and 
the problem of Palestine be reconsidered 
internationally. We therefore view with 
amazement the way the Government policy 
sweeps away the principal of the foam 
tive capacity for the regulation of Jewish 
immigration and fixes a political maximum 
in violation of our rights and past promises 
made by the most authoritative interpreta- 
tions repeatedly given by the Government 
and particularly by the White Paper of 
1922 submitted to the League of Nations 
prior to the assignment of the Mandate 
to Great Britain. We enter the strongest 
protest against such a distortion and the 
application of the report. The report of 
the Royal Commission comes at a time 
when for millions of - persecuted Jews 
Palestine represents the only hope for 
salvation. 


Hebrew Press Protests Report 


The Palestine Hebrew press was unani- 
mous in launching a vigorous attack upon 
the recommendations for partition con- 
tained in the Royal Commission report and, 
in front page articles and leading editorials, 
called for the fullest discharge of the 
Mandate without restrictions. 

Davar, Labor daily, declared that “par- 
tition means a Jewish State without Jews 
and Zionism without Zion”. Under a 
headline of “Will This Be a Jewish State?” 
Davar states in its leading editorial that 
a Jewish state is impossible without Jeru- 
salem and without the Negev, the land 
reserve which no other nation except the 
Jews can reclaim. If England despairs of 
the Mandate, Jewry will not forego the 
spirit animating it which called the Man- 

ate into being. The paper concludes with 
the assertion that the Jews will not allow 
the concept of a Jewish state to degenerate 
into deception. 

Haaretz, General Zionist daily, declares 
that if the aim of Zionism had been merely 
to obtain the sanction and rights for the 
existence of a commonwealth, then the 
report of the Royal Commission might have 
been an approach to such a goal. But, it 
points out, the aspirations of Zionism mean 
the redemption of a people and a land. 
The Mandate is a holy trust given to Eng- 
land. Haaretz continues, warning the 
British Government that the Jewish people 
will not be alone in its struggle to main- 
tain this trust. 

Charging that the British administration 
in Palestine never enabled the fulfillment 


of the Mandate, Haboker argues that it is 
therefore impossible to say that the Man- 
date cannot be fulfilled. The paper strongly 
opposes the palliatives proposed as well as 
the scheme for partition, expressing the 
hope that the Executive will wage a most 
intensive struggle against the report. 

Disputing the Royal Commission’s con- 
clusion that the League of Nations Man. 
date is unworkable, the Palestine Post, Pal- 
estine’s only English daily, argues that the 
Mandate was never given a fair trial be- 
cause its saboteurs were rewarded and its 
supporters were discouraged. 

The Post asserts that the proposed Jewish 
state would be decapitated without Jerus- 
alem, the settlements near the Jordan sever- 
ed and the Rutenberg and Dead Sea con- 
cessions placed under dual management. 

Challenging High Commissioner Wau- 
chope’s statement that the Mandate has 
been given a fair trial, the Palestine Post 
says: “Hitherto a premium has been ex- 
acted by the saboteurs of the Mandate and 
its supporters have gone unrewarded.” In 
marked contrast to the vigorous campaign 
that is now being waged by the Hebrew 
press of Palestine against the partition 
scheme, a newspaper published in Nathanya 
and called Doar Hayom, of which Ittamar 


ben Avi is one of the editors, maintains 
that the plan for a Jewish state inaugurates 
the era of the third Judea and represents 
the greatest date in Israel since the de- 
struction of the Temple. 


Arab Papers Comment 


The partition robs the Arab State of its 
harbors, according to Al Liwa, organ of the 
Grand Mufti, which declares that the 
Arabs will not be pushed into the hills 
constituting only a minority group. 

Falastin, Christian-Arab daily, urges re- 
straint and patience until the convening of 
the World Zionist Congress, whose decision 
will have an important influence on the 
partition scheme. Falastin also points out 
that there is required the procedure of go- 
ing to the League of Nations and the long 
negotiations of preparing for partition. 

The entire Arab press is filled with pro- 
tests and resolutions from various parts of 
Palestine and neighboring countries, in- 
cluding Egypt and Iraq, against partition. 
The Arab newspapers also published a 
statement by Hukman Suleiman, Premier 
of Iraq, which appeared in the Bagdad 
press, in which he urged the Arabs through- 
out the world to fight partition, maintain 
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that the Arabs should govern the whole 
of Palestine. 

Al Liwa states further that the report of 
the Royal Commission is replete with in- 
sults to the Arabs and their leaders and, 
in contrast to previous reports of British 
commissions, praises the achievements of 
the Zionists. 

It is reported that the reaction of the 
average Arab is that agreement with the 
Jews is preferable to partition. 


British Press Welcomes Royal 
Commission Report 


The British press welcomed the Royal 
Commission recommendation for partition 
which is generally regarded as the only 
solution to the problem. 

The London Times devoted a consider- 
able amount of space to a discussion of the 
report, pointing out that the Government 
must feel grateful to the Royal Commis- 
sion for its complete agreement on a 
practical solution of what seemed an in- 
soluble problem. 

In a leading editorial, the Manchester 
Guardian urges effective changes in the 
partition scheme and insists that the Dead 
Sea, Tiberias, part of Jerusalem and the 
Negev be included in the boundaries of 
the proposed Jewish State. 

The editorial laments the failure of the 
British Government to carry out the pro- 
visions of the Mandate, pointing out that 
after having undertaken to establish a Jew- 
ish National Home, it now presents Emir 
Abdullah, ruler of Transjordan, with a 
ready-made kingdom. 

The London Daily Telegraph observed 
that no ideal solution is possible and that 
dividing a small country into three parts 
seems almost the counsel of despair, but 
upon reading the report, partition seems to 
be the only solution. 

It urges a quick execution of the parti- 
tion plans and stresses the danger of delay 
in putting into effect the recommendations 
of the Royal Commission for the establish- 
ment of the Arab and Jewish States. Re- 
gretting the lack of success of the present 
form of the Mandate, the Telegraph as- 
serts that the British Government must try 
the new form suggested in the Commis- 
sion’s report. It also urges the inclusion 
of the Negev in the new Jewish State. 

The Times reminds the Government that 
in the meanwhile the Mandatory has two 
pressing duties: to defend the peace in 
Palestine against any outbreak that is likely 
to be attempted by extremists of either side. 
Whether they demand an indivisible land 
of Israel or an indivisible Arab Palestine, 
the Government must be ready for such a 
test. The events of 1936 taught the Ad- 
Ministration their duty, the Times says. 

While order is maintained and prepara- 
tions for changes are made, it will be the 
task of the Foreign Office to present the 
situation at Geneva. Although the radical 
decision of the report involves a radical 
revision of the Mandate, the Times believes 
that no serious difficulty is apprehended 
there. Since the Royal Commission has 
presented an unanswerable case for revision 
of the Mandate and the partition of the 
territory, the Government has promptly de- 
cided to carry out the recommendations of 
the report. 

The Times goes on to say that unless 
Jews and Arabs break apart or alternatively 
coalesce into a single Palestine nation, the 
Mandate in its present form offers no bet- 
ter prospect. The editorial points out that 
Zionist nationalism is better organized and 
better equipped than its rival and con- 
cludes that it is now clear that new methods 
of leadership are needed for the future. 

The News Chronicle believes that parti- 
tion scheme is practicable and that the 
League will accept the plan. It remarks, 


however, that one point is clear and that 
is that until the solution is accepted Great 
Britain must maintain law and order with 
the utmost firmness and without a repeti- 
tion of the weakness of 1936. 

The plan is considered fair and impartial 
by the Morning Post, which observes that 
the report was’ obviously inspired by a 
desire to further the best interests of both 
communities. It expresses the hope that 
Jews and Arabs will heed the appeal to 
assist in a permanent adjustment. 

Declaring that nobody, including the 
authors of the report, is enthusiastic over 
the new Palestine policy, the Daily Herald 
says that it will undoubtedly be denounced 
by extremists, but that on the whole it is 
difficult to see what better solution could 
be devised. It is not a perfect solution, 
but there is no better way, though details of 
the scheme require close scrutiny and some 
of them require sharp criticism, the Herald 
states. 

The London Daily Express views the plan 
with apprehension, pointing out that the 
Jews will get the best part of the land and 
the Arabs the next best with $10,000,000 
in addition, while the British taxpayers get 
the custody of the Holy Cities. It believes 
that the Mandate should be returned to the 
League and maintains that wise Jews do 
not want a Jewish state because it would 
endanger their position throughow the 
world. 

The New Statesman takes cognizance of 
the difficulty and struggle involved but 
tentatively approves the plan, while the 
Spectator expresses misgivings about parti- 
tioning and establishing corridors in a 
small country. 


“London Jewish Chronicle” 
Calls Plan Product 
Of British Despair 

In the editorial comment of the London 
Jewish Chronicle, the partition scheme is 
characterized as a hollow mockery of Bri- 
tish obligation and scored as a product of 
despair and vacillation on the part of the 
Mandatory Government. 

Asserting that the announcement of the 
Government's policy in Palestine is the 
worst and blackest forecast in many years 
and strikes a chill to the hearts of Jewry, 
the Jewish Chronicle declares that the date 
of its publication will be a “mournful and 
tragic day on the Jewish calendar.” The 
editorial points out that the proposals for 
partition are a violation of the terms of 
reference of the Royal Commission and 
stresses the fact that the body of inquiry 
was asked to implement and not abrogate 
the Mandate. 

The paper continues to say that the pro- 
posed subvention to the Arab state by the 
Jews is a comical touch. In conclusion it 
urges the Jewish people to stand firm in 
its resistance against partition. 


Yiddish Press in Poland 


The Moment, Warsaw Yiddish Daily, 
said: “The benefits conferred on the Jews 
by the proposed Jewish State are highly 
questionable, while the disadvantages of the 
plan are so great that it is impossible to 
overlook them. When the Royal Commis- 
sion’s proposals are understood, the Jews 
will be faced with a series of grave prob- 
lems.” Equally strong against the proposal 
is Dos Naie Wort, organ of the Labor 
Zionists in Poland. Its position was stated 
editorially thus: “Although England is too 
strong to be fought, we cannot accept the 
act of unilateral violation of a solemn con- 
tract. We did not expect the Jewish State 
to be so mutilated that there would be no 
breathing space in it. If the proposed 
frontiers are not changed we will start a 
bitter fight. Our Executive can rely on 
our help.” An altogether different note, 
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however, is introduced by the influential 
Yiddish daily Haint, organ of the Polish 
Zionist Federation. The Haint is for the 
acceptance of the partition plan and it says 
so plainly in these words: “If the majority 
of the Jews reject the proposal and the 
British Government does not carry it out, 
then the position of Palestine will remain 
unchanged or become worse. However 
unpatriotic this statement may sound, it 
also means opposition to a large-scale Jew- 
ish immigration and Jewish independence, 
and may lead to deterioration of the pres- 
ent Jewish position in Palestine and even 
to catastrophe. We, therefore, declare 
that the proposal for a Jewish state in 
Palestine must be accepted.” 


American Dailies Rap 
Partition Plan 


The New York Times writes editorially: 
“More than 200,000 Arabs will be in- 
cluded in the Jewish State and some Jews 
will be within the new Arab State. This, 
surely, will create a troublesome and haz- 
ardous situation. The Polish Corridor, 
Memel, Danzig, Upper Silesia, Transyl- 
vania—these are all familiar examples of 
sore spots created by the isolation of na- 
tionals in similar partition programs. The 
commission’s suggestion that minority fric- 
tion might be eased by wholesale exchange 
of land and populations serves but to em- 
phasize the imminence of this friction... 
Bitter irredentism will be inevitable. 

“It is difficult to escape the conclusion 
that partition is a weak man’s solution 
based on defeatism. The commission frank- 
ly accepts the thesis that the present man- 
date cannot be made to work . . . But the 
very arguments used to support these 
pessimistic conclusions can be urged against 
the partition scheme itself. 

“It is likely that the Zionist and Arab 
extremists, dissatisfied with the half-loaf 
now offered them, will continue to exert 
the same pressure as in the past to secure 
their maximalist claims. The commission 
hopes that many of the technical difficul- 
ties arising from the arbitrary division of a 
small territory will be solved through 
treaties made by the Mandatory with each 
of the States. But what of major ques- 
tions of national policy? According to the 
commission, these are irreconcilable under 
the present mandate. It is scarcely to be 
expected that these conflicting interests will 
be more readily adjusted when two sover- 
eign States deal with each other. The 
truth is that the proposed partition offers 
little or no hope of eliminating or even of 
lessening the effects in Palestine of those 
forces, internal and external, which accord- 
ing to the commission have made Zionist- 
Arab peace impossible. Partition does not 
answer the questions vital to the extremists 
of both groups. Nor is it likely to lessen 
the influence of the neighboring free Arab 
States on Palestine Arabs to demand con- 
trol over the whole of that territory. 

Only for the British is the partition 
policy clearly of advantage. It would place 
responsibility definitely upon the two op- 
possing peoples. The conflicting promises 
of the British would be at least partially 
redeemed, since a further addition would 
be made to the independent Arab national 
territories, and political sovereignty for the 
Zionists would . fulfilled.” 

Under the head of “Solomon’s Plan 
Without Solomon’s Wit,” the New York 
Post says, editorially: “. . . Solomon did 
not seriously propose, as the British com- 
missioners do, to solve the dispute by par- 
titioning the child . . . There is friction 
between Moslem and Hindu in India, as 
between Arab and Jew in Palestine, but no 
one proposes to partition the country on 
religious or racial lines . . . It may 

(Continued on page 29) 
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JEWIsH FRONTIER 


“Jewish State’ Examined 


i HAS happened. The Royal Commission on 
Palestine has finally issued its report: “‘the par- 
tition of the country is the only solution.” And 
something else, that one could foresee in advance, 
has happened: the English government has accept- 
ed the commission’s surgical plan as the direction 
for its new policy. The information which the 
responsible English press gave us in the last few 
months about of plans to carry out a new and 
radical “salvation operation’ on the exhausted or- 
ganism of Palestine was therefore not made of 
whole cloth, and the reports which came to us 
week after week from both London and Jerusalem 
were not just “rumors’’. 

But what has happened? 

In the report of the Royal Commission there 
are moving passages. We know no other official 
document of such weight and importance in which 
there is expressed so much honest reverence for 
the Jewish people, so much sympathy for its 
martyr fate, so much understanding of the essence 
of its life problems and of the dramatic-historical 
motives which unite our fate with that of Pal- 
estine. Again, no commission has placed so high a 
valuation on what we have done in Palestine 
up to now, or rejected with such force and convic- 
tion the nonsensical accusations which have been 
heaped upon us for years by our enemies. The 
Royal Commission is also the first political body 
which has come before the English public, before 
the whole world, with the bold words Jewish gov- 
ernment, an expression which even Herzl and 
Nordau never dared to use when they formulated 
our political goal at the first Zionist congress. At 
a time when in a number of countries—in a num- 
ber of “‘civilized’’ countries—we are being perse- 
cuted as outcasts of nature and spat upon as par- 
iahs of the human race there appears a Royal 
Commission, followed by the government of the 
most powerful empire in the world, which is ready 
to proclaim the political equality of Jews as a 
nation, our sovereignty and our membership in the 
League of Nations. Jn itself, independent of any 
results it may produce, this recommendation of the 
Royal Commission, and with it the declaration of 
the English government, must be regarded as a 
great historic act, as a moral encouragement 
which has no equal in our time. 

The positive side of the report, or rather its 
tone and style, must however, neither blind us, 
for a single minute, nor weaken our ability to 
consider soberly those realities which London is 
now prepared to create in Palestine. An inde- 
pendent government is no small matter. It can, 
under certain conditions, be converted into a great 
fact and into a factor of growth, of development, 





® by Hayim Greenberg 


of new, gushing, vital power. But there is a min- 
imum of “largeness’” without which a “govern- 
ment” can easily be converted into a provincial 
opera-bouffe, can in time become something comic 
(and it is no great consolation if one corrects that 
to “‘tragi-comic’’). And if we read the report of 
the Commission with open eyes we must search for 
the “largeness” in broad daylight—and yet we 
won’t find it. 

An important Jewish paper in New York 
printed a sensational headline that the new Jewish 
state will be, according to the plan of the Com- 
mission, “seven times the size of New York. This 
headline (cramped for space, no doubt) neglected 
to specify that in using the New York comparison, 
the city and not the state was meant.. But even 
seven times the city of New York becomes a 
gigantic figure for the fantastic. It means no 
more and no less than a population of fifty million 
souls, three times as great as the present number 
of Jews in all the world. But in order that one 
New York might have a population of more than 
seven million it was necessary to have a gigantic 
periphery with a huge population of which New 
Yohk is the center. Almost a whole continent 
was necessary. More modest, more realistic, and 
more honest, were those non-Jewish papers in 
America which compared the area of the pro- 
posed Jewish state with the small state of Dela- 
ware. The number of square miles in these two 
comparisons is almost the same, but the economic 
capacity to absorb Jewish immigration can, for the 
time being, be expressed more correctly as one 
Delaware than as seven New Yorks. According 
to a map which can be drawn from the report, we 
are dealing with an area of less than four thousand 
square miles or, using the estimate of the Commis- 
sion itself, approximately one-third of the territory 
of western Palestine. After the war and before 
the series of new interpretations given to the 
Balfour Declaration and the Mandate, we began 
with legitimate prospects of an area close on to 
twenty-six thousand square miles (Palestine on 
both sides of the Jordan) open to Jewish coloniza- 
tion and immigration. Today they recommend 
that we “finish” with an area of between three and 
four thousand. Within a period of fifteen years 
it has been decreed that Palestine should “grow 
backward” and become approximately a mere 
seventh of what it was according to earlier prom- 
ises and legitimate hopes. 

We have always avoided giving a clear and ex- 
act answer to the question: ‘‘How many Jews has 
Palestine the capacity of supporting?” We were 
unwilling to use definite numbers not from 
“diplomacy”, not for the demagogic reason 
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that we preferred the public should not yet know 
the cold truth, but because we wanted to be honest 
with ourselves. No one in the world can give de- 
finite figures of a country’s economic ability to ab- 
sorb population. The development of any land is 
too organic a process to be measured by mechan- 
ical methods, and the statistical height of the pop- 
ulation in every country is dependent to a very 
great extent both on irrational forces which cannot 
be weighed and measured and on world economic 
factors whose force, effect and influence on any in- 
dividual country no prophet can foresee. But 
Zionism has always meant for us the creation of a 
great Jewish mass-center and we have regarded 
the potential immigration into Palestine in terms 
of millions even though we were careful enough 
not to bet on the exact number of millions. If 
the Commission’s plan of once more dividing Pal- 
estine piecemeal is to be carried out, we do not 
know how many Jews it will be possible to settle on 
the shrunken area of the “Jewish state” (we do 
not know it because no one can know it), but one 
need not be much of a mathematician to determine 
that on a small area fewer people can be colonized 
than on a larger area which includes the smaller, 
and that for many millions of Jews—really mil- 
lions, in the plural—no place can be found on 
the narrow strip of land which England wishes 
to allot us, unless there should be discovered 
several El Dorados which have lain concealed 
from every human eye since creation and of 
which no one today has the slightest suspicion. A 
third is a third and no more, and economically it 
can never contain more than the same third would 
contain together with another third or with both 
other thirds. For those Zionists, the essence of 
whose Zionism has been neither a Jewish state in- 
dependent of its socio-economic, to say nothing of 
its cultural, content, nor a Jewish majority on a 
piece of land regardless of how tiny that piece of 
land might be, but rather a great number of Jews 
in concentrated and therefore potentially inde- 
pendent Jewish settlements, the recommendations 
of the Royal Commission and the declaration of 
the government are a severe disappointment, a 
minimization of the hopes which are attached to 
Palestine. 

The relatively small area of western Palestine 
which has been and is still a single economic unit, 
regardless of the number of political quarrels 
which take place there, must, according to the 
London plan, be cut not into two but into three 
and perhaps even more sectors. What the Royal 
Commission calls ‘‘the area of the British Man- 
date” is in fact a third English state side by side 
with the Jewish and Arab states. In Jerusalem, in 
Bethlehem and Nazareth they want to make Eng- 
lish the only official language, ignoring Hebrew 
and Arabic (about the same status that Britain cre- 
ated in Gibraltar where the Spanish population 
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must deal with English as the official language). 
The members of the Commission even propose the 
foundation of an English university in Jerusalem 
(for whom? to what purpose?). Ina small coun- 
try there will be established three different tariffs 
for merchandise, which will necessarily introduce 
administrative confusion, tremendous transport 
difficulties and unhealthy economic and tariff wars. 
The economic development of Tiberias and of 
Lower Galilee in general will be disturbed to an 
unpredictable extent by the peculiar situation that 
they are trying to create, the control of the Sea of 
Kinnereth by the English government as a holy 
place. The whole new map of Palestine with the 
three projected states and with the peculiar ‘‘cor- 
ridors” to Jaffa and Akaba is full of zig-zag lines 
which exist in no other country and will of neces- 
sity disturb the normal economic development of 
both Jews and Arabs. Besides, the two states, 
both the Jewish and the Arab (we need not worry 
about the English section behind which stands a 
powerful empire with almost unlimited financial 
resources) will groan under the load of unavoid- 
able and unproductive taxes, which will have to 
be levied in order to support a clumsily large, con- 
fused and confusing, bureaucratic apparatus for 
the uncounted cordons: of police, soldiers, tariff 
officers, and guardians of holy places. And if that 
is not enough, Haifa, Tiberias and Safad, are in- 
cluded in the Jewish state for the time being, only 
in principle. Because these cities have a mixed 
Arab-Jewish population they are “for the time be- 
ing’”’ to be administered not by Jews but by Eng- 
land. Arab extremists will see to it that the “for 
the time being” is extended as long as possible, 
especially since the Commission itself does not 
indicate how long, in its opinion, the provisional 
situation is likely to last. Regardless of how 
“‘anti-British” Arab nationalists may be from their 
point of view they will be correct if they take any 
measures to see that these cities do not become 
entirely Jewish too soon, if they purposely create 
misunderstandings and cause conflicts, so that 
England may feel compelled to extend the “for the 
time being.” That such an awkward political 
status (English “impartial” administration in 
cities within the territory of the Jewish state) can 
only hinder our exploitation of the objective eco- 
nomic possibilities which exist there, must be taken 
into consideration by every sober-thinking Zionist. 
And if this is still too little, they want to wish on us 
the role of open-handed philanthropist to the Arab 
state. Because during the period of the Mandate 
and of Jewish immigration the Arabs have accus- 
tomed themselves to certain comforts, which due to 
their poverty they will now be unable to afford, we 
must, out of the pocket of the Jewish state—at the 
expense, that is, of Jews who must come to Pales- 
tine and undergo all the economic difficulties of ac- 
climatization in a new country—perforce (!) 
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subsidize the Arab state. We, that is, have ac- 
customed them to these comforts; we have “‘spoil- 
ed” them; we must therefore now bear the con- 
sequences, get our punishment. A considerable 
portion, it appears, of the taxes that Jews will 
pay in their own state will have to be spent not on 
the economic consolidation of the settlements or on 
the creation of possibilities for new Jewish immi- 
gration, but as a contribution to the budget of the 
Arab state. 

The report of the Royal Commission consoles 
us indirectly with a prospective easing and expan- 
sion of the possibilities for colonization on the 
Jewish territory. The English government must, 
according to the recommendation, be prepared to 
assist the approximately 225,000 Arabs within the 
limits of the projected Jewish state to migrate 
“across the border”’ into the territory of the Arab 
state. The report even mentions as an illustration 
the great migration of more than a million Greeks 
from Turkish provinces to Greece, which took 
place a few years after the war. But the illustra- 
tion does not illustrate. The Jewish state, every- 
one must confess, will neither want nor be able to 
use those measures against the Arab population 
which made it almost absolutely impossible for 
Greeks to remain in Turkey. England would itself 
be the first to “rap our knuckles” if we should 
wrong even one Arab in the Jewish state in the 
manner which the Turkish government used after 
the war, and in such a case England, even from 
our point of view, would be absolutely correct. If 
one today envisions migration of Arabs from 
the Jewish to the Arab territories, one must think 
entirely in terms of absolutely voluntary migra- 
tion. But there is no reason at all to hope that in 
the near future great numbers of Arabs will liquid- 
ate what they own in the Jewish territory only in 
order that they may become citizens of an Arab 
state. Economically it will be more advantageous 
for them to remain a protected minority in the Jew- 
ish state (and their interests will be severely pro- 
tected, even if we shouldn’t want to) than to go in- 
to the Arab territory. People are in no hurry to 
leave a zone with a higher standard of living for 
one with a lower standard. At the same time 
those Arabs, without doubt, will be encouraged by 
the Arab political leadership not to migrate from 
the Jewish state into their own. It would be crim- 
inally naive to think that even those Arab politi- 
cians who are today ready to accept the plan of 
“partition” will so easily and suddenly give up for- 
ever their hope of uniting, eventually, all Palestine 
under Arab rule. On the very day on which the 
division is carried out there will arise in the Arab 
state an open, a secret, or a semi-secret irredentist 
movement with the aim of getting back that of 
which they have been “robbed” for the benefit of 
the Jews. For Arab national and state reasons 
Arabs will be encouraged to remain in the Jewish 
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state, The more Arabs in Eretz Israel, the more 
will the Jewish state take on the character of an 
Alsace-Lorraine, and the stronger will be the hope 
of Arabicizing the Jewish state politically. 


The logical ground for the expectation that a 
large Arab emigration will expand the capacity 
for Jewish settlement is too slight seriously to 
warrant the prospect of easing the situation—a 
consolation with which the Royal Commission is 
trying to sugar-coat the bitter pill for us. 


And in this connection it must be emphasized: 
Only through the present partition of Palestine 
does Trans-Jordania, the largest part of historic 
Palestine and, in the opinion of many experts, the 
most fertile part of the country, become lost to 
the Jews in fact. It may be that in 1923 we did 
not resist energetically enough the action of the 
English government in cutting off Trans-Jordania 
and making of it a separate state. Perhaps those 
are also right who have always insisted that in 
1923 we had no other choice, that our submission 
was a fatal necessity which it was then impossible 
to avoid. But we never gave up our hopes of ex- 
panding across the Jordan and the English govern- 
ment never announced categorically that the unjust 
and insulting status of the Jews in Trans-Jordania 
would last forever. For the League of Nations, 
too, our aspirations for colonial expansion into 
that part of Palestine was a problem, an unsolved 
question. As long as Trans-Jordania remained a 
relatively large and desolate territory with a small 
and politically apathetic population and without a 
clear international status we could hope for a 
favorable solution to the problem at any time. If 
the partition is carried out, Trans-Jordania will 
become part of a larger and more independent 
Arab state with a population of a million, with a 
seat in the League of Nations, with a definite, crys- 
talized international status. The capital will prob- 
ably be transferred from the ruins and delapidated 
tents of Rabot-Amon to the more imposing stone 
buildings of Shechem and, whether with or with- 
out the Emir, Trans-Jordania will be drawn into 
the circle and atmosphere of nationalist politics, 
with its whole shabby pomp and circumstances, un- 
der the supervision of the actively chauvinist Arab 
parties of western Palestine. Shechem and Tul- 
Kerem will become the masters also of Trans-Jor- 
dania, and to the extent to which they may want to 
fight our future expansion, their will undoubtedly 
will dictate the conditions in Trans-Jordania. If 
up to the present Trans-Jordania has been closed 
to us primarily in a formally juridic and temporary 
manner, it will be torn away from us by the new 
plan in fact—and who knows for how long? 


In the light of these considerations we can un- 
derstand the first reaction to the report and the de- 
claration of the government on the part of Davar, 
when it declared in a recent editorial: ‘“The plan 
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of dividing Palestine means a Jewish state without 
Jews, means Zionism without Zionists.» A Jewish 
state without Jews is, naturally, an overstatement 
probably caused by the shock which was felt by 
certain parts of the Yishuv on the day when the 
report was published. Even on the shrunken, com- 
pletely lacerated and crippled territory of the pro- 
jected Jewish state there is probably room, beside 
the three hundred thousand Jews who already 
live there, for hundreds of thousands of new Jew- 
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ish immigrants. Even within mutilated Palestine, 
there can arise a flourishing Jewish settlement 
which will for many, many years stimulate Jewish 
life, Jewish energy and Jewish activity throughout 
the world. But this is not Zionism, certainly not 
Great Zionism, and one cannot accept it as a 
complete solution, regardless of how enthusiastic 
one may be about a Jewish flag, about Jewish 
epaulets, about Jewish ambassadors and consuls 
in foreign countries... 


Facts Behind Partition 


é ne REPORT of the Royal Commission urg- 


ing the partition of Palestine and the estab- 
lishment of a Jewish State on some of its territory 
was a great disappointment to every sincere friend 
of the Jewish National Home. 

The report is based primarily on the assumption 
that the badly strained Jewish-Arab relations, 
which have been the cause of bloody clashes during 
the last few years, cannot possibly be improved 
through voluntary agreements. The partition of 
Palestine which would divide the two nations ter- 
ritorially and insure them limited but autonomous 
spheres of development seemed to be the logical 
conclusion. 


Though fundamentally opposed to the partition 
scheme proposed by the Commission, one is not 
impressed by the “historic” arguments usually 
brought forward against it by bourgeois Zionists. 
In spite of all our historic rights to Palestine, we 
are not justified in rejecting the partition scheme in 
toto unless we see certain possibilities for improv- 
ing our relations with the Arabs. If there is no 
hope of alleviating the Arab fears of future Jew- 
ish domination and weakening if not completely 
abolishing Arab resistance to Jewish immigration, 
we must accept the partition plan, bargaining, per- 
haps, for minor improvements. Only by sincerely 
believing in the possibility of establishing, at some 
future date, better relations with the Arabs, can 
we refuse to surrender the prospects of a bi-nation- 
al state on both sides of the Jordan for the tem- 
porary advantages which may be gained through 
the partition scheme. 

Our belief in the possibility of a future under- 
standing with the Arabs is based partly on the fact 
(freely conceded by the Royal Commission, too) 
that Jewish immigration to Palestine has actually 
improved the economic conditions of the Arab 
masses. Still more important is the fact that the 
present Arab opposition to Zionism, although it is 
partly rooted in growing Arab nationalism is 
largely the result of foreign influences. Foremost 
among these foreign forces are the great powers 


® by Abraham Revusky 


interested in undermining the British Empire and 
using, therefore, every opportunity to create dis- 
turbances in such a strategically situated country as 
Palestine. The second important factor in the 
Arab propaganda against Zionism are Christian 
missionaries who professed to be alarmed at the 
possibility of Jewish control of the Holy places, al- 
though Jews never had the slightest intention of 
assuming it. Arab resistance was further encour- 
aged by European anti-Semites who opposed the 
Jewish National Home because of sheer hatred of 
everything Jewish. Quite recently the anti-Jewish 
struggle in Palestine was actively supported by 
Fascist Italy whose leaders saw in Palestine’s tur- 
moil an excellent opportunity to undermine Great 
Britain’s strength in the East and thus weaken the 
greatest obstacle to Fascist-Nazi domination of 
the European continent. 


The activities of the Comintern in Palestine, 
which acted in this case, unconsciously perhaps, 
rather as a tool of Russian national policy as a 
Great Power, than in pursuit of its own communist 
principles, also assumed a pronounced anti-Zionist 
character. Although the actual importance of this 
pseudo-communist propaganda was greatly exag- 
gerated in certain Jewish circles, the fact remains 
that Moscow’s influence in Palestine was exercised 
in the same direction as that of Rome and Berlin. 


The strangest and most important factor in the 
Palestine situation is the encouragement given 
Arab resistance to Zionism by influential sections 
of the local British administration and by ruling 
circles in London. From the very beginnings of 
British rule in Palestine, Jews discovered to their 
dismay that the Colonial Office in London was a 
hotbed of opposition to their Zionist aspirations. 
Instead of promoting the Jewish “close settle- 
ments on land” prescribed by the Mandate, the 
British rulers of Palestine granted the best state 
lands, in the district of the Beth Shaan, to Arabs. 
Resenting this action, Jews pointed out that they 
were not opposed to distribution of land among 
the poor Arab fellaheen who had cultivated the 
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soil before and were morally entitled to possess 
the minimum of land required for intensive agri- 
culture; they protested, however, the squandering 
of the best lands among a few Effendi families 
who presented nebulous legal claims, but had no 
intention of cultivating the granted land by the 
sweat of their brow. 

Instead of encouraging Jewish mass immigra- 
tion which would permit a quick upbuilding of the 
National Home, the British rulers devised various 
restrictions which were made more rigorous every 
year. The number of immigrants was determined 
twice a year by a “‘schedule”’ allegedly built on the 
absorptive capacity of the country. As time went 
on, this ‘‘absorptive capacity” supposedly based on 
economic factors only, was systematically adjusted 
to the strength of the Arab movement at the given 
moment. Even tourists going to Palestine were 
required to deposit a substantial sum to insure 
their early departure from the country. 

Another means of combatting Jewish expansion 
was to make land purchases by Jews as difficult as 
possible. The otherwise reactionary bureaucrats 
of Palestine’s administration adopted almost Soci- 
alist principles in their zeal to protect Arab ten- 
ants whose well-being might be affected by Jewish 
land purchases. Owners of uncultivated tracts of 
land, on the other hand, were granted freedom 
from taxation in order to enable them to hold on 
to their land indefinitely, avoiding the necessity of 
selling it to land-hungry Jews. 

Jewish participation in public works and in the 
general administration of the country was reduced 
to a level much lower than the one to which they 
were entitled according to their numbers and the 
taxes paid by them. In most cases this was 
achieved through the exceedingly low compensa- 
tion for all kinds of government work. Policemen, 
railroad workers, letter carriers, watchmen, labor- 
ers on public highways, and lower clerks receive 
wages based on the lowest Arab standard of liv- 
ing, although the government, owing mainly to 
taxes paid by Jews, has a considerable surplus in 
its treasury. 

Another device calculated to hamper Jewish de- 
velopment in Palestine was strict adherence to the 
trade provisions of the mandate which made Pal- 
estine a dumping ground for subsidized industries 
in other countries. True, Great Britain found a 
way to circumvent similar free trade provisions in 
its other mandated territories. Besides, it is quite 
probable, that the League would give a sympathet- 
ic hearing to a British demand for a reasonable 
amendment of these provisions, which though ori- 
ginally motivated by good intentions, proved later 
to be out of place in the present highly protection- 
ist world. In spite of this, the abnormal trade- 
status required by the Mandate was nowhere ad- 
hered to as rigorously as in Palestine where the 
whole success of the Jewish National Home is 
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greatly dependent on the industrialization of the 
country. On the other hand, Great Britain refus- 
ed to grant Palestine any preference for its most 
important citrus exports. English duties on Pales- 
tine’s oranges, and even more on grapefruits, are 
so high that Palestine’s planters are unable to get 
the most modest returns on their invested capital 
unless they exploit the cheapest Arab labor. 

In addition to all these economic measures in- 
tended to strangle the development of the Jewish 
National Home, many influential British politi- 
cians, especially among the reactionary die-hards, 
directly encouraged Arab resistance to Zionism as 
a means of getting rid of an obligation which did 
not seem to them to be in accordance with the old 
established routine of British imperialism. 

It would, of course, be unfair to put all the 
blame on England and to absolve Jewish leader- 
ship and the Jewish people at large from any re- 
sponsibility for the present situation in Palestine. 
In a spirit of honest self-criticism, Jewish leaders 
should admit that they laid too much stress on 
political promises and failed to avail themselves of 
the great economic opportunities opened to them 
immediately after the War. Nor can it be denied 
that some Zionist leaders, for the sake of a catchy 
phrase, were too often inclined to exaggerate the 
scope of their own aspirations, thus engendering 
an uneasy ‘eeling even among those Arabs who 
were originally inclined to view Jewish aspirations 
with an open mind. 

But even conceding our share in the comedy of 
errors which finally resulted in a bloody tragedy, 
we cannot absolve England from the main respon- 
sibility for the present crisis. There is not the 
slightest doubt in our minds that if England had 
faithfully fulfilled the obligations assumed under 
the Mandate, we would now have in Palestine not 
425,000 Jews, but at least double that number, 
and if such were the case, anti-Jewish riots would 
be less likely to occur, and the chances for a Jew- 
ish-Arab reconciliation would be much greater. 
In any event we resent ‘the British investigators’ 
verdict on the impossibility of a Jewish-Arab 
peace. England, which from the beginning, built 
up its Palestine policy on the principle of “divide 
et impera” and any power who has consistently 
discouraged all efforts towards a Jewish-Arab un- 
derstanding, has no moral right to make such 2 
broad statement. 

Besides, does not such a verdict give strong 
support to anti-Semitic theories that, because of 
his pernicious traits, the Jew must always arouse 
the resentment of his neighbors? We do not ac- 
cuse the members of the Royal Commission of an- 
tiSSemitism. We concede, in all fairness, that 
many parts of their Report show a genuine appre- 
ciation of Jewish efforts and much sympathy for 
Jewish suffering throughout the world. The fact 
remains, however, that their verdict, though not 
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intentionally, fits admirably into the anti-Semitic 
conceptions of the irreconciliability of Jews and 
Gentiles and the necessity of separating them as 
much as possible. 

We believe that even now, after all that has 
happened in Palestine, it is still possible to estab- 
lish better relations between Jews and Arabs if 
only England would honestly fulfill its Mandatory 
obligations instead of using its masterful tricks to 
avoid them. With so many examples in history, 
of seemingly hopeless national quarrels which 
came to an end when a basis for honest under- 
standing was reached, we refuse to give up all 
hope for Jewish-Arab reconciliation. We cannot, 
therefore, accept the basic principle of the Royal 
Commission’s report and must reject its practical 
conclusions. 

Since its publication the partition plan has been 
rejected by every important Zionist body which 
has had an opportunity to discuss it. Even before 
the plan was published such rejection was pro- 
nounced by the Actions Committee at its meeting 
in Jerusalem and by the American Zionists at their 
convention in New York. Later strong resolu- 
tions condemning the proposed partition have been 
adopted by the Labor Party of Palestine and by 
many Zionist groups throughout the world. We 
must, however, admit that the number of actual 
supporters of the partition plan among the Zion- 
ists is much greater than appears on the surface. 
Many Zionist leaders who, in public, express the 
sharpest opposition to the plan of partition are, 
privately and sub-rosa, working for its realization. 
The Jewish press is flooded with hints that if the 
partition is rejected, something worse may happen. 
Another method of creating. sentiment in favor 
of the partition is the suggestion that after it is ac- 
cepted in principle, we would still be able to gain 
through negotiations a substantial extension of the 
limits proposed by the Royal Commission. A 
third argument is the assertion that after the es- 
tablishment of the proposed ‘Jewish State’’, it 
would still be possible to expand our colonization 
beyond its frontiers. 

Let us analyze, as briefly as possible, all these 
three arguments. How far are they in accordance 
with the reality? Let us first consider the possible 
alternatives to the partition scheme. The Royal 
Commission itself mentions some of them. One is 
confining the Jewish immigration to 12,000 a year, 
which is the theoretical difference between the 
Jewish and Arab natural increase. The other is 
further restrictions of land sales to Jews. The 
third is the enlargement of the Advisory Council 
by representatives, elected or appointed, of both 
nations. 

After mentioning these alternatives, the Com- 
mission itself rejects them as impossible. Why? 
It offers several reasons, but omits the most im- 
portant. All these palliatives would be a clear 
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violation of the terms of the Mandate and would, 
therefore, arouse the greatest resentment among 
the Jews all over the world. If, however, a Jew- 
ish State, even a small one, is established, many 
Jews (at least the Commission believes so) will 
be contented and, England, in any case, will be 
in an unassailable legal position. After all, the 
Balfour Declaration did not promise more than 
“the establishment of a Jewish National Home in 
Palestine...” The Jewish State fits admirably 
into the words, if not into the spirit of this famous 
document. 

Should the partition plan not go through, and 
Palestine remain undivided under a British Man- 
date, England could not venture too far in its re- 
strictions of Jewish immigration and land pur- 
chases. On the contrary, the whole logic of the 
situation would drive her at least to maintain pub- 
lic order in the territory of the Mandate. After 
future development will have proven that the riots 
of 1936 did not achieve their deeper political pur- 
pose, it would be senseless from the point of view 
of the British administration to assume a mild at- 
titude towards efforts to repeat them. That the 
British can prevent such attacks, or, at any rate, 
stop them, before they become a habit, is convin- 
cingly proven by the present tranquility in Pales- 
tine now after the publication of a Report contain- 
ing so much explosive powder... This tranquil- 
ity is the most convincing answer to those naive 
persons among us who believe that poor England 
was helpless in the face of the last anti-Jewish 
attacks. 

As long as Jewish lives are safeguarded, at least 
for several years, many of us would prefer even 
strict limitation of Jewish activities in the whole of 
Palestine to temporary greater possibilities in one 
separated part of it. Legal limitations may end 
sooner than definitely established frontiers. 

In any case one cannot believe that the limita- 
tions and restrictions which may be expected in the 
event Palestine remains undivided, would be as 
drastic as those mentioned by the Royal Commis- 
sion. They represent the maximum of evil; it is 
quite probable that the logic of the situation would 
drive Great Britain to a more faithful interpreta- 
tion of its mandate obligations. 

No less flimsy is the argument that if we give 
our formal consent to the partition, we will be able 
substantially to enlarge the frontiers of the Jewish 
State by subsequent bargaining. This argument 
seems to be the strongest drawing card in a present 
straw vote on the acceptance or rejection of the re- 
port: the most popular answer has been: “‘to ac- 
cept, but with larger frontiers for the Jewish 
State.” 

A cool analysis of the situation will convince us 
that if we accept the partition plan in principle, the 
prospect of obtaining larger frontiers will prove to 
be an illusion. The moment we give up our 
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broader claims, based not only on history but also 
to an even larger extent on the dynamics of Pales- 
tine’s development; the moment we are ready to 
consider the Palestine imbroglio from a static 
point of view, as a problem of dividing a common 
inheritance between two peoples who are definitely 
unable to live in one house, the partition. scheme 
cannot be considered unfair to the Jews. Taking 
cognizance of the present relation of forces only, 
and rejecting everything that happened in the past 
and which will probably happen in the future, the 
offer just made us by the Royal Commission is 
quite generous. On what basis may we claim the 
“Negev” (the southern, semi-desert part of Pales- 
tine) if by accepting partition in principle we ad- 
mit the solution of Palestine’s problem on the basis 
of crystallization? After all there are also Arabs 
to bargain with. 


A sober analysis of the situation brings us to the 
conclusion that with the exception of minor adjust- 
ments (for instance, the inclusion of the Daganias 
and a slight extension of the Jewish frontier to the 
South) the general shape of the Jewish State will 
have to remain as it is, if accepted. 


This is why the slogan of an acceptance of the 
plan but with larger frontiers is doubly mislead- 
ing: it may create in London a wrong impression 
of the actual sentiment among the Jewish masses, 
and it may encourage the latter to a false concep- 
tion of the intentions of England. 


It is possible that England may decide to parti- 
tion Palestine even against Jewish and Arab 
wishes. Most legal minds are interpreting the de- 
cisions of the British government in this sense. Of 
course a Jewish State forced upon us as a fait ac- 
compli is something else than a state involving a 
solemn renunciation of the historic aspirations of 
Jewish people in the whole of Palestine. 


Let us also say a few words about the accept- 
ance with “mental reservation” advocated by cer- 
tain Zionist writers: “Let us accept what is being 
offered and hope for something better in the fut- 
ure.” This idea was best expressed by a British 
Labor deputy at a Jewish meeting in London. 
The good man, remembering his Bible, advised his 
Jewish listeners to follow the example of our fore- 
father Jacob. ‘Take Leah, and seven years from 
now you may get Rachel.” 


There is only one little flaw in this analogy. 
Rachel waited for Jacob and did not marry any- 
body else. Had that not been the case, his chances 
would not have been quite as bright. 


As a matter of fact, the whole report of the 
Royal Commission is based on the idea of creating 
a strong Arab State which would stand on its own 
feet economically, and would not have to pray 
clandestinely for a future Jewish immigration. 
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Not only will future Jewish immigration be pro- 
hibited in the rest of Palestine outside of the Jew- 
ish State, but conditions will be created that will 
make such an immigration economically superflu- 
ous. The $10,000,000 grant of the British treas- 
ury to the Arab State, together with the yearly 
Jewish subventions and, still more important, the 
large sums of money which will have to be paid to 
Arab landowners and tenants who will prefer to 
leave the Jewish State and settle in the Arab one, 
will be used for finding water and developing irri- 
gation facilities in the Arab state and, in general, 
for the creation of a stronger, more modern agri- 
cultural base for its economic well-being. 


With the influx of the wealthy Arabs from the 
Jewish section and a probable immigration of 
Arabs from the desert, the Arab State of “‘Falas- 
tin” will be put on an incomparably stronger basis 
than the present state of Trans-Jordania. If Eng- 
land was able to close Trans-Jordania to Jewish 
immigration in spite of the actual starvation among 
its Arab peasants and the great craving of the 
larger landowners there to sell some land to the 
Jews, in order to obtain cash for making the rest 
profitable, how much easier will it be to keep 
closed the gates of the much stronger and richer 
Arab State which will be created by the partition. 
Besides, the agriculturists of the new Arab State 
will have a comparatively easy access to the mar- 
kets of Jewish Palestine. The Report recom- 
mends tariff preferences between both parts of 
Palestine and our own economic future will force 
us to accept this suggestion. 


Finally, we must not minimize the force of 
Arab nationalism which will unquestionably be cul- 
tivated in the new Arab state. That state will not 
be dependent on Jewish immigration for its very 
existence, and unless it is, no Jewish immigration 
will be allowed. 


In other words we may be forced to accept the 
homely Leah. But let us, forget our dreams of the 
glamorous Rachel; they will only disturb our 
domestic peace. 
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The New Boundary Lines 


RITAIN’S PRESENT proposal to confine 


the Jewish National Home within the narrow 
boundaries of a few thousand square miles is by no 
means an altogether new departure in the Mandat- 
ory’s attitude toward Zionism. Indeed, it is the 
third act in a complicated drama whose denoue- 
ment still remains problematical. 

The first act began, auspiciously, some twenty 
years ago shortly after the collapse of the Imper- 
ial Russian government. Before February 1917 
the Allies were bound by a secret treaty (the 
Sykes-Picot agreement) which required that Pales- 
tine be placed under ‘‘a special regime” to be de- 
termined by Russia, France, and Great Britain. 
Since Russia opposed Zionism, the Zionist organi- 
zation could not then negotiate with the Allies for 
Jewish rights in Palestine. But once Russian 
Czarism was out of the way, the situation changed. 
The British government expressed itself as ready 
to take up the Jewish question. Finally, with the 
approval of the United States government, Arthur 
James Balfour announced on November 2, 1917 
that Great Britain was willing to facilitate the es- 
tablishment in Palestine of a National Home for 
the Jewish people. The French government ex- 
pressed approval on February 4, 1918; by May 9 
the Italian government joined in; and Zionism 
thus became a political reality. 

In the early days of negotiations and declara- 
tions, all the interested parties were optimistic and 
cordial. The English statesmen Viscount Cecil 
declared on December 2, 1917: “‘Our wish is that 
Arabian countries should be for the Arabs; Ar- 
menia,for Armenians, and Judea for the Jews.” 
The American commission of experts reported to 
President Wilson on January 21, 1919: Jews 
should be “invited to return to Palestine and settle 
there . . . being assured that it will be the policy of 
the League of Nations to recognize Palestine as a 
Jewish state as soon as it is a: Jewish state in fact.” 
Churchill wrote on February 8, 1920: ‘There 
should be created in our own lifetime on the banks 
of the Jordan a Jewish state under the protection 
of the British Crown, which might comprise three 
or four million Jews.” Leading Arabs, too, sym- 
pathized with that proposal. On March 1, 1919 
Emir Feisal, representing and acting on behalf of 
the kingdom of Hedjas, wrote to Professor Felix 
Frankfurter that the Arabs ‘looked with deepest 
sympathy on the Zionist movement . . . we are 


working together for a revived Near East and 
our two movements complete one another.” 

And there was no haggling over the size of the 
Jewish territory. The American commission took 
for granted that “the new state would control its 
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own source of water power and irrigation, on 
Mount Hermon in the east to the Jordan.” Jules 
Cambon argued it was only just and fair, 
since the Allies are prepared to grant to the Arabs 
the complete independence of Hedjas, Yemen, 
Iraq and Syria that the Jews should have at their 
disposal an area which constitutes ‘‘only three or 
four per cent in relation to the territory peopled 
by Arabs.” For “the Jews as a distinct people 
cannot evidently claim any territory on this planet 
outside Palestine on which they could revive a 
state of their own.” Palestine was therefore then 
conceived as a territory comprising about 40,000 
square miles bounded on the east by Iraq and the 
kingdom of Saudi, on the south by Saudi and Hed- 
jas, on the southwest by Egypt, on the west by the 
Mediterranean, and on the North by Syria. 


The second act of the Palestinian drama began 
a few years later when the size of the prospective 
Jewish state suddenly shrank. The first premoni- 
tion of that shrinkage took shape only ten months 
after April 25, 1920, the date when the Supreme 
Council sitting at San Remo entrusted to Great 
Britain the sacred charge of establishing the Jew- 
ish National Home. On February 1921 the Brit- 
ish privately decided to recognize Emir Abdullah 
(elder brother of Emir Feisal) as “temporary ad- 
ministrator” of Transjordan, (up till then a part 
of Palestine). That bribe was offered to him in 
order to tone down his eminent brother’s opposi- 
tion to French control of Syria. One bribe was 
followed by another. In April 1923 the British 
authorities made the Transjordan agreement per- 
manent, by the simple act of transforming Abdul- 
lah’s administratorship into a kingship. By creat- 
ing this new kingdom, the British calmly cut away 
a full three-quarters of Palestine: they just drew a 
line from a point two miles west of Akaba up to 
the center of the Waddy Arabia, Dead Sea, and 
the river Jordan and thence through the center of 
the Yarmuk river up to the Syrian frontier. Thus 
almost overnight they fabricated a new state of 
30,000 square miles and simultaneously reduced 
the area originally designed for the Jewish home- 
land from 40,000 to some 10,000 square miles. 

This Procrustean fitting of the Jewish National 
Homeland into the bed of imperialist politics be- 
came part of a policy consistently pursued by Brit- 
ain during the last fifteen years. Steadily the Brit- 
ish authorities whittled down the Jewish state pro- 
ject. On June 3, 1922 Churchill issued a memor- 
andum reassuring Palestinian Arabs that his gov- 
ernment did not intend that ‘“‘Palestine as a whole 
shall be converted into a Jewish National Home.” 
He also informed the Jews that though they are in 





The STORY in MAPS 


MAP. No. 1. PALESTINE OF BALFOUR 
DECLARATION 


“Only three or four per cent in relation to the terri- 


tory peopled by Arabs.” 


—Jules Cambon, Secretary to the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs of France. 


MAP. No. 2. THE FIRST SLICING OF THE 
HOMELAND 


A 30,000 square mile gift to Abdullah. 


MAP, No. 3. THE NEW DISMEMBERMENT OF 
AMPUTATED PALESTINE 


Eretz Israel with practically no Eretz and no Israel. 
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Palestine “‘as of right and not on suffrance,”’ yet 
their immigration must be restricted by laws of 
‘economic absorption” to be determined by the 
High Commissioner. Within the fifteen years 
that followed, Britain issued new papers and or- 
dinances which emasculated practically all of its 
mandatory obligations. According to the man- 
date, England was bounden to encourage “in coop- 
eration with the Jewish Agency close settlement by 
Jews on the land, including statelands and waste- 
lands not required for public purposes.” But 
somehow that stateland and wasteland vanished 
into thin air and no free land could be found for 
Jewish use. Besides, the British administration 
soon adopted measures which rendered all at- 
tempts at colonization very difficult. It throttled 
the industry of the country and persistently ham- 
pered possibilities for larger Jewish settlement. 
Moreover, government officials deliberately spik- 
ed all efforts at harmonious relationships between 
Arabs and Jews. The Administration so handled 
Palestine’s internal affairs that riots continued to 
menace the Jewish population. But despite all 
these impediments Jewish immigration continued, 
barren places began to bloom, and the entire coun- 
try visibly prospered. The Mandatory—as if an- 
noyed by its failure to discourage Zionist coloniza- 
tion—tolerated practices which made possible the 
outbreak of massacres in 1929, the subsequent 
shooting from ambush, and the “general strike” in 
1936. And now, after many years of mismanage- 
ment, Britain’s own unreadiness to place Palestine 
“under such political and administrative and eco- 
nomic conditions as will secure the establishment 
of the Jewish national home” has seemingly fur- 
nished it with a made-to-order excuse for still an- 
other proposal’ to reduce the area of the Jewish 
homeland. 

And today the third act begins. According to 
Britain’s latest project, as promulgated by the 
Royal Commission, the fragment of Palestine 
hitherto reserved for Jewi-h settlement is itself to 
be amputated into three parts. There are to be 
brand new boundary lines: A small section of about 
2,000 square miles along the seacoast and in Galli- 
lee (which contains about 250,000 Arabs and 
400,000 Jews) is to be proclaimed as a Jewish 
“state”. The second sector (including Jerusalem, 
Bethlehem, Nazareth and a corridor to Jaffa) is 
scheduled to become a perpetual British mandate. 
The third section (by far the largest portion of 
present-day Palestine) is to be joined to Transjor- 
dan to enlarge that sector already sliced away 
from the present Palestine some fifteen years 
ago. Instead of the projected 40,000 square 
miles, the “‘promised”’ land is to be dwarfed to a 
mere twentieth of its original size. While making 
this new dismemberment, Britain recognizes the 
right of the Jews to a Jewish state. But it makes 
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needs. By this partition Eretz Israel will be so 
mutilated as to contain almost no Eretz (land) 
and very little of Israel. 


And why has the Royal Commission decided to 
give the Jews a state at all? Only because the 
Jews are already there, and integrated in the land. 
The proposed division is based on the fait accom- 
pli of Jewish colonization. The British cabinet 
offers the Jews the maritime plain and the Galilee 
merely because Jewish labor, brains and money 
have developed that seacoast and inland territory. 
Had the Royal Commission worked out this proj- 
ect only a few years earlier, it would have doubt- 
less proposed an even more restricted area for the 
Jewish state. And one may assume that were it to 
meet in 1940, it would perhaps again take cogniz- 
ance of realities and proffer more generous terms 
than those it seems willing to tender in 1937. 


Which again emphasizes that in the long run the 
future of the Jewish homeland is not determined 
by the makers of arbitrary boundary lines. The 
lopping-off of the whole Transjordan section 
did not stop Jewish colonization. Nor will the 
present attempt to cut away the Negev put an end 
to the Jewish rebuilding of their home. The basic 


fact remains unaltered that whereas the Arabs 
have no use for the wilderness in the Negev and 
for the barren land of Transjordan, to the mil- 
lions of Jews who must emigrate that worthless 
land is invaluable as a mere settling-place. Ultim- 
ately, no matter what English or Arab politicians 
may try to do, the land will belong to those who 
are willing to work on it. The British proposal 
of 1937 is therefore far from being the last act in 
the drama of the Jewish return to its own long- 
promised country. 
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ROUGH SKETCH showing relative size 
of new Jewish State to new Arab State, 


or 95% for Abdullah and 5% for Jews! 
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H ERZL: The Man Behind the Legend 


EOPLE LIKE MYSELF were never inclined 
to believe the flattering Herzl legend: the 
kingly Jew, who, proud and handsome, living a 
life of splendor was suddenly fired with the desire 
to devote himself to the corroded existence of the 
Jewish people in order to lead it into a form really 
worthy of respect. Neither do we believe that 
other story of the man of elementary activities, 
who calling to mind his own particular sphere, 
proceeds to action. There is nothing else to do, 
therefore, but to examine him with  un- 
tainted eyes, equally willing to deny what is blame- 
worthy as to honor what is praiseworthy. For 
this man has become the hero of all Jewry; the 
effect of his pattern has been to create modern 
Palestine; and we have now long been entitled to 
use the facts of his private life for better knowl- 
edge of his personality. All the more annoying is 
it, then, to feel the lack of serious criticism and 
of a mature standard wherever his development is 
written about. Ahad Ha’am is almost the only 
exception. The reports of Herzl’s youth as well 
as his diaries reveal to us neither the color of his 
indifference to religion, nor the authorities to 
whom he was indebted for his aversion to Jewish- 
ness. Nor do we discover what kind of old Ger- 
man poetry, what philosophy, music and the plas- 
tic arts meant to him, or how the great influential 
masters of his time affected him. Herzl from the 
beginning wished to be a German author: We 
turn to that epoch between 1875 and 1895, when 
Nietzsche, Marx, Tolstoi, Dostoievsky, Flaubert, 
Maupassant and Zola were acquiring world fame, 
in which Wagner and Poe, Baudelaire and Ver- 
laine were boring through the hollow covering of 
malice and stupidity of a bourgeois era, in which 
Gottfried Keller and Ibsen, Taine and Kropotkin 
must be spoknen of: names which express the 
great shaping influences which Herzl must have 
felt. No such evidence is available: the Herzl 
literature should at least emphasize this silence: 
it is eloquent. 


Instead of this we meet in his works Lindau 
and Blumenthal, Levysohn and Bacher. Here 
is a young author who even as a pupil has 
fallen a prey to the newspapers. The heights he 
scales are the glaciers of the feuilletons of the 
Neue Freie Presse. There unrolls the crazy exist- 
ence of a literary craftsman and drawing room lion 
(an abomination not of our time); of a master 
writer of feuilletons; of a handsome man and 
writer of theatre-filling comedies in common with 
a certain Mr. Wittmann (who is he?) and with 
Lindau. While German naturalism, fructified by 
France and Russia, shaken by the ethical impera- 
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tive of the poet, is pushed into a world of decay 
by the evils of the time, so that only the necessity 
to afirm can dictate the forming law of the work, 
the Herzl type manufactures now a “Muttersohn- 
chen” (Mother’s Darling) now a “Glosse”; his 
heroes are called either Guy de Montsoreau or 
“der tolle Rosen” (the mad Rosen), and an analy- 
sis of a successful play, “Die Wilddiebe’”’ (the 
Poachers) betrays all the wretched marks of a 
bourgeois hack-writer. If only he had not been so 
glamorous in his own person! Elegance is the 
breath of life to him; his German a flexible, clean 
and smooth newspaper language; he is sensitive 
on points of honor, naturally good-hearted, view- 
ing the unclean companionship of his Vienna with 
disfavor. Nevertheless the newspaper bounds his 
horizon and is his spiritual support. Even before 
the Third Zionist Congress he was occupied in his 
mind with the plan of a “comedy” entitled “The 
Sinful Mother”! An envelope, found among his 
literary remains, contained the ideas and sugges- 
tions for its development and bore the deliberate 
inscription “Erlebtes, Erlauschites, Erdachtes.” 
So, in this style, he presents himself to us un- 
interruptedly from his early youth. He never felt 
himself in any way opposed to his inflated and 
ungodly era. Pattern of a child, pattern of a 
scholar; a student like an other. No agitating, 
gloomy inner life, no questioning as to reason for 
existence, no doubts and despairs brought him into 
any kind of friction by which the significant man 
could be kindled. His spiritual unimportance can 
be seen in the early portraits, which might be of 
any young “‘referendary” or handsome merchant. 
No personality spoils the stupid beauty. In himself 
as simple as any honest citizen, humanly decent 
as only an ordinary child of fortune could be, he 
gossiped his way through life. His letters, his 
sentences betray the most deplorable mediocrity. 
Since nothing separates him from his world—that 
world of Viennese literature and companionship; 
since he is well-to-do, well-educated and mentally 
pliable; since he has not one single individual and 
overpowering thought, perceiving nothing of the 
first gentle movements of the earthquake threaten- 
ing the social order which he approves and enjoys; 
since he possesses neither a special structure of soul 
nor appreciation of true art and greatness, not so 
much as the slightest breath of passion breaking 
from him and nothing betraying an understanding 
of the falseness and social disorder of his time— 
why should he have any other ideal but that of 
success, fame, to stand before his contemporaries 
as a great man in the same way as that exalted 
Oscar Blumenthal? And this is his ideal. Be- 
fore Nature his attitude is sentimental; “in Rome 
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he remained only one week, and found time to 
write several feuilletons”, reported a friend of 
his youth. His ideal of a man, according to the 
same witness (Leon Kellner) “that accompanied 
him as a shadow to the grave” is the pleasure- 
seeker and mocker out of the feuilleton, the 
superior and blase gallant, Count Trast, an arti- 
ficial figure created by Sudermann, the great man 
of discernment, superior to all, but spurious, stupid 
and as boring as the ‘‘Koheleth in a frock coat”. 


H’*? HERZL FELT entirely satisfied with 
himself, it would have been the end of him. 
Underneath a very pleasing smugness raged un- 
rest and a breathless ambition which continually 
indicated that he was not really happy. Herzl 
obviously belongs to that late-maturing type 
which, among Jews, is willingly overlooked in 
favor of the early-maturing. This kind of man, 
unable for many reasons to resist the impulse to 
utterance and communication, has makeshift forms 
too easily at his command, and finds in the manu- 
facture of unimportant things, the cheap triumph 
of a false talent or the means of earning a live- 
lihood. All this plays itself out on a subordinate 
plane of his talents. 


Only the slightest symptoms of personal obser- 
vation betray him. In the case of Herzl they ap- 
pear strongly for the first time in Paris in 1892. 
He is thirty-two years old, the second critical stage 
of youth, and finds himself overtaken and awak- 
ened by a realization of failure. He writes to 
Arthur Schnitzler, the young author of “Marchen’”’ 
(Fairy Tales) that he, Herzl, was ‘sitting on a 
stone by the wayside and seeing other runners in 
the race for literary fame pass him by. Of 
theatre and plays he wants to hear no more. 
“My manuscripts? I have forgotten them.” 
Have they become so bad at one blow or is he 
much more critical of himself? The truth is that 
for the first time in his life, he is compelled to 
tackle reality, the sober, cruel, hard life of his 
time. He had fought against stark reality in 
art and had taken a horrible monde convenue in 
its place for the object of. poetry. So soaked 
in the literary judgments of his time, he would 
never be able to endure the juicy influence of real 
life. In strange and new surroundings, in the 
study of the large new city, the eruption hurried 
him towards finally honest journalistic purposes, 
toward a background and foundation for political 
understanding and parliamentary criticism, with- 
out an aesthestically falsifying attitude. 

As long as he took himself for a kind of a poetic 
author, he dabbled in a state of well-being that 
concealed all truth from him; now, at last he was 
learning to see. His eyes were opened to the con- 
ditions in that stratum of society which alone and 
without support had to bear the terrible pressure 
of the whole structure of the state, and the at- 
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tempts to aid the misery so created excited him, for 
the first time to a fruitful passion. And in this 
living devotion merely to the relief work which 
sprang up spontaneously and everywhere in the 
Paris of the Third Republic, the real Herzl shows 
himself. An author comes forward, whom it is 
dificult to describe, who has little pleasure in 
analysis and knowledge, but who must produce, 
interfere, help, improve. ‘The best type of the 
real journalist, of whom Voltaire is the great 
father evolves, active, full of belief not only in the 
possibility of help, but also in action. Such people 
are convinced of the rational basic character not 
only of the mind (appeal to the intelligence) but 
also of life and human companionship; they trust 
to the printed word that reality will make service- 
able. Herzl is the spiritual brother of Lassale 
and Harden; he remains all his life the journalist 
he became in Paris; for the later diplomat retains 
the view of the journalist and only transforms the 
written word into the negotiation; the stimulation 
of his activity comes from the news of the moment. 
What Herzl learned of the social question, he im- 
mediately proceeded to apply it to that which was 
to become his central object: the Jewish question. 
Even when, as in the “New Ghetto’ he uses a 
poetical form, and in the “Jewish State’’ believes 
he is to compose a work on political law, he re- 
mains a journalist. 


NLY AFTER HAVING acquired his new 
vision, and having learned to see things ob- 
jectively, does he recognize the Jewish question, 
the problem of his existence as a Jew at that time. 
It is true the child as well as the student Herzl 
was suffering from the influence of anti-Semitism. 
But what had no effect on him then now stirs and 
shakes him to the soul. Not as if his being were 
changed, but merely as if unbearable reality pene- 
trates him. He thinks that by writing an article 
and a pamphlet he can force the problem away 
from him. He appeals for a practical change in 
conditions. 

With the conception of the “Jewish State” the 
real essence of this personality, so highly gifted, 
shows itself. It is the step leading from the 
early and unimportant Herzl to the later one 
who had to suffer such an enormous transforma- 
tion through that which alone brings one quickly 
to completeness, through suffering. The breaking 
through of the Jew in Herzl was brought about by 
the meeting of his natural pride with the wild out- 
burst of anti-Semitism in 1890. Nevertheless, what 
broke out in him, a simple nationalism and race- 
consciousness, had more in common with Austrian 
reality than with Jewish. What was demanded 
by the Poles and Ruthenes, Czechs, and Serbs he 
claimed also for the Jews—the greatest surprise 
for Herzl himself. The eruptive appearance of 
these feelings must have seemed to the author, 
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quite inexperienced in such adventures, as the 
inspiration of genius; his self-consciousness in- 
creased enormously and he collected all his talents, 
experience, surmises and ideas for the production 
of that remarkable work known to us as the 
“Jewish State”. And in truth to convert the old, 
passive yearning for Zion into something practical, 
and to carry it through politically by all modern 
means of organization, with the object of express- 
ing the nationality of the Jews in actual fact by a 
form of national life; to be capable of this “inspir- 
ation” and to believe in such a possibility, implies 
the possession of something child-like and un- 
touched, something creative and allied to genius 
not found in any of the literary works written by 
Herzl up to that time. With this he considered 
his work finished; he imagined he “‘could call and 
dismiss the Jewish question” as if it were some- 
thing subject to his will. He was sure that his 
suggested solution of the difficulty, if carried out 
(by the way, through the agency of others) 
would be swift and without friction, namely, the 
settlement of Jewish masses in Palestine. The 
political opposition even outside Jewry he consid- 
ered relatively insignificant . . . 

He had the most grotesque ideas of the com- 
monwealth that should arise—old-new-land—and 
of the depths in human nature whence flow the 
complications and tenacities of human ills. “I be- 
lieve, I shall be numbered amongst the greatest 
benefactors of mankind.” “TI believe for me life 
has ended and world history has begun.” The 
man who, in 1895, wrote these sentences in his 
journal, prophetically, because still unconfirmed by 
events, at the beginning of his true work was still 
very far from the Theodore Herzl who was to 
die nine years later and whose distorted, splendid 
features are shown by Hermann Strucks’ great 
etching, exhausted and worn out by human resist- 
ance, entangled by the one idea which was never 
to leave him again. It could not be cast off, this 
Jewish question. In Herzl the one-time unim- 
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portant and superficial worldly man of the West, 
a mystery was consummated. At first he had dis- 
torted the most spiritual images, in the form of 
poetry and art, into useless patterns; shown neither 
respect nor, emotion, been happy in complete alien- 
ation from all the essentials of life. Now there 
worked in him the secret of the conversion, in a 
national sense, of course, not in a religious, but 
with prophetic totality. His was the most Jewish 
work of the Teschubah (repentance) for a long 
time; the sudden outbreak of a soul finding itself 
and, by suffering, pursuing its end unfalteringly. 
The happy, elegant Herzl—who would have re- 
membered him? Dead before 1895, the child 
of fortune would have been a mere date in news- 
paper history (Palais Bourbon)—no more. The 
worried and harassed Herzl, however, lives. The 
journalist who, because he was a Jew, was torn 
and completely changed by translating his thoughts 
into action; this pure, proud and easily broken man 
was able, full of weakness and faults as he was, 
to become a power for the shaping of youth. A 
formative ideal radiated from him by virtue of his 
devotedness and his aim—for in Hebrew the pur- 
pose, the direction, the end of the way, and ‘‘God”’ 
are designated by the same word: El. 


Herzl’s work, however, the modern Zionist 
forward movement of the Jews as a group is today 
so completely a sign of the reality, of destiny and 
oppression that from it a statue of the man could 
be erected, of this political prophet, unremitting 
worker, of the Jewish literary man who awoke to 
knowledge, died on the way, and only after death 
became completely visible. 


As economic depression and political barbarity 
lay like a nightmare on the Jewish masses (not 
only of Europe) it was the shade of Herzl which 
pointed out to governments and parties the only 
way which Jews could be sent until the coming 
of a better social order—the way to Jerusalem, to 


the Zion of which he had dreamed. 


Portrait of Hadassah 


FOR A quarter of a century Hadassah has stood 
shoulder to shoulder with the Yishuv and has 
attempted, by the creation and maintenance of a 
complete health system, to facilitate large-scale 
immigration and colonization. The observant 
Zionist and the thinking Jew must see Hadassah’s 
activity in Palestine, considerable though that is, 
as but one phase of its contribution to the up- 
building of Palestine. Its activity in America has 
created a channel for strengthening American Jew- 
ish life in general and for directing its energies to 
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the moral and financial support of the Zionist pro- 
gram. ‘The five million Jews in America, who 
comprise largely the lower middle and proletarian 
classes, are, it is true, free from political pressure 
and are on the whole economically in a position 
to contribute to the Jewish National upbuilding. 
On the other hand, they are subject to the rapid 
tempo of American life and the speedy processes 
of cultural assimilation which are hastened in 
America by the availability of public institutions of 
higher learning and the compulsion of free educa- 
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tion in public schools. If then, the American Jew- 
ish community can be looked to for support of 
Zionist building, it must also be educated to an ac- 
ceptance of Zionist ideology—a contrast to the sit- 
uation in Europe where the masses of Jewry are 
attuned to Zionist philosophy and less free to give 
its assistance. In the task of educating the Jewish 
public in America, in stimulating support of Pales- 
tine and bringing an understanding of Jewish 
values, Hadassah has stood as a leader. It is 
important to keep this in mind when evaluating 
Hadassah as a Zionist body and a vital Jewish 
force. 

Hadassah was the pioneer in laying down the 
general lines of health development which were 
later followed by other Jewish health agencies 
and often by the Government itself. What were 
those lines? First, the establishment in the main 
cities of hospitals and clinics with laboratories at- 
tached. The introduction of specialized hospital 
departments new to Palestine, which raised the 
standard of the medical service; the employment 
of full time physicians (which was partially dis- 
continued at the insistence of local bodies) thus 
introducing the first steps towards socialized 
medicine. 

Concurrent with the establishment of curative 
institutions was the development of comprehensive 
preventive health services. The modern approach 
to medicine emphasizes the prevention of disease 
through sanitary control and health education. 
In Palestine, a country of endemic and epidemic 
diseases, with a low native health standard, the 
preventive aspect of health work is particularly 
important. This is all the more true since Pales- 
tine is also a country of constant immigration, 
each wave requiring a repetition of education and 
necessitating an enlargement of service. 

Immediately following the advent of the Zion- 
ist Medical Unit, Hadassah introduced sanitary 
supervision into the cities and then into the rural] 
districts settled by Jews. Particular attention was 
paid to the temporary labor camps which had 
been set up in connection with the intensive pro- 
gram of road construction undertaken at that 
time. A malaria survey undertaken by Hadassah 
in 1921 paved the way for the establishment of 
the Malaria Commission by the Joint Distribu- 
tion Committee, and the introduction of a pro- 
gram of malaria control. 

Hadassah began maternity work as early as 
1913 through the first two nurses whom it sent 
to Jerusalem. In 1921, with the opening of the 
first infant welfare station, a comprehensive pro- 
gram of mother and child care was initiated, be- 
came countrywide as more than twenty similar 
stations were opened in all parts of the country. 

In Palestine in 1919, the rate of infant mortal- 
ity was extremely high. Among the oriental com- 
munity in particular it was no unusual thing for a 
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mother to give birth to 15 or 16 live infants, only 
one of whom survived. In the halutzim circles, 
the majority at that time were young people just 
beginning to establish families, who had to be 
trained to adapt themselves to a sub-tropical cli- 
mate and new type of work, and to raise a healthy 
new generation in primitive housing conditions, 
amidst trying physical surrounding. Infant 
mortality is the guage of the efficacy of any pre- 
ventive health program. How well Hadassah 
succeeded in its preventive work with mother and 
child can be judged by the reduction of infant 
mortality from 200.47 in 1927 to 131.48 in 1935. 

Trachoma treatments were begun in the schools 
of Jerusalem by the first Hadassah nurses in 1913. 
A complete system of health supervision of the 
school child was instituted with the establishment 
of the Department of School Hygiene in 1919. 
Conditions among the school children called for 
intensive treatment. Thirty-four per cent were 
suffering from eye diseases, and 68% from ring- 
worm of the scalp. A continuous and intensive 
war has been waged against trachoma, which re- 
sulted in its reduction to about 4%. The opening 
of a therapeutic department in Hadassah’s X-Ray 
Institute facilitates the treatment of ringworm so 
that today it has practically disappeared from the 
Jewish school in the country. The School Hygiene 
Department supervises more than 50,000 chil- 
dren in almost 400 Jewish educational institutions 
throughout the country. 

General health education radiates from the 
Hadassah Nathan and Lina Straus Health Cen- 
tres erected in Jerusalem and Tel Aviv through 
the generosity of Nathan Straus, and takes the 
form of lectures, newspaper articles and exhibits. 

It should be noted that Hadassah’s undertak- 
ing of health as a specific reponsibility was the 
result of its Zionist consciousness and not because 
of an interest in health per se. It accepted health 
as its concrete responsibility at the request of the 
Zionist Organization of America, and as part of 
the Keren Hayesod Foundation program. Ha- 
dassah has always stood behind the National 
funds and in 1929, accepted a special Jewish Na- 
tional Fund quota of LP 165,000. for the re- 
demption of the Haifa Bay area. It has planted 
25,000 trees in the Hadassah grove at Kiriat 
Anavim and is now stimulating the contribution 
of additional monies for trees to enable replanting 
of the thousands so ruthlessly destroyed during 
recent disorders. 

For many years Hadassah and the American 
Jewish Physicians’ Society have been planning the 
erection of a medical centre to include three units 
—the Rothschild-Hadassah-University Hospital, 
the Henrietta Szold Hadassah School of Nurs- 
ing and the Nathan Ratnoff Post-Graduate Med- 
ical School. The discussion centered around the 
question of site, opinions differing as to the desir- 
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ability of the present Rothschild Hospital site in 
the city or the site on Mount Scopus. In the 
summer of 1934 two representatives of the Amer- 
ican Jewish Physicians’ Society came to Palestine 
to consult on the spot with the representative 
bodies of the Yishuv. By general agreement, it 
was decided to erect the centre on Mount Scopus. 

Mr. Erich Mendelsohn, one of the leading 
Jewish architects of Europe, was entrusted with 
the planning. Dr. J. Golub of New York, who 
has had a wide and diversified experience with 
hospital building, agreed to act as the honorary 
consultant. A building committee was set up in 
Palestine which, together with the Joint Building 
Fund Committee in New York, endorsed the 


plans and is responsible for the progress of the 


work and the expenditure of monies. 

In spite of the disturbances, Hadassah, un- 
daunted, began building operations in October, 
1936. Many reasons presented themselves for a 
temporary delay, but Hadassah was guided by its 
Zionist obligations and the desirability of provid- 
ing long time employment to several hundred 
workers in the building trades in Jerusalem; it did 
not postpone the undertaking. 


The present Rothschild Hadassah Hospital, 
housed in a building eighty years old, has, in spite 
of inadequate physical accomodations, been the 
central diagnostic hospital of the country, thanks 
to its excellent staff and highly specialized de- 
partments. With the transfer to a new up-to- 
date building on Mt. Scopus, it is hoped that it 
will become the diagnostic centre of the whole 


Near East. 
The Hadassah Henrietta Szold School of Nurs- 


ing, which at present has an enrollment of about 
60, will be enlarged when it becomes the first 
University connected Jewish school in the world. 
The School was organized in 1921 to train young 
women in Palestine for nursing, and was instru- 
mental in breaking down the Eastern idea that 
nursing was a menial task. It made available to 
Palestine a corps of trained nurses who knew the 
language of the country, as well as the habits and 
psychology of the various communities which con- 
stitute the Jewish Yishuv. In the sixteen years 
of its existence, it has graduated 220 nurses who 
have become the backbone of the medical ser- 
vices. In 1928 the School of Nursing, which was 
founded by Hadassah, was taken over by the 
Junior Hadassah who now maintain it, in addi- 
tion to the Meir Shfeyah home and school for 
orphan children. 


Both directly and indirectly Hadassah has co- 
operated with the indigenous health agencies. 
To the members of the Kuppat Cholim it has 
given hospitalization at only a small fraction of 
the cost of a sick day. In 1927, when the econ- 
omic conditions in the country affected the budget 
of Kuppat Cholim, it contributed about LP 20,000 
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in cash to Kuppat Cholim budget, through the 
Keren Hayesod of America. It organized the 
Kuppat Cholim Amamit and is still giving a small 
subvention towards its annual budget. It has co- 
operated with the Anti-Tuberculosis League in the 
tuberculosis clinics and in the allocation of beds 
at the Hadassah Hospital in Safad, the only 
tuberculosis hospital in the country. (There is a 
sanatorium for the tubercular at Mekor Chaim, 
sear Jerusalem, maintained by the Anti-Tubercu- 
losis League. ) 

Through the medical social service department 
attached to the Hadassah Rothschild Hospital 
which is, by the way, the only such department in 
the country, Hadassah has cooperated with the 
Social Service Department of the Va’ad Leumi. 
The department was organized in 1933 and main- 
tained for the first two years with a gift received 
for that purpose from the Nettie Lasker Founda- 
tion in New York. 

Hadassah’s interest has extended outside the 
medical field and has embraced certain educa- 
tional aspects of the child’s life. It had become 
increasingly apparent to teachers, principals and 
school nurses that many of the children were com- 
ing to school without any breakfast or after a 
morning meal which consisted only of bread and 
tea. The result was undernourishment which 
could be seen in the child’s inability to follow les- 
sons or concentrate on the class-room work. In 
1923 Hadassah organized the school luncheons 
to supply a hot noon-day meal to children desig- 
nated by the school doctors and nurses. Very 
soon, however Hadassah envisaged school lun- 
cheons as an educational implement. Teachers 
were trained for the teaching of cooking, and 
the school luncheons were made an integral part 
of the school curriculum. The children receive 
theoretic instruction in dietetics and nutrition in 
the classrooms, and themselves prepare the noon- 
day meal for the pupils of the school. In addi- 
tion to food values and menu compilation, the 
children are taught other phases of dietetics and 
a hygienic approach to the preparation of food. 


The budget for school luncheons for the current 
year is LP 5,175. towards which Hadassah in 
America contributes LP 4,100., the balance be- 
ing supplied by parents and local organizations. 
About 6,700 children in about 84 institutions are 
now receiving luncheons through this -activity. 

It has been Hadassah’s objéct in all its work 
to establish and maintain essential services for 
the Yishuv only until such time as the latter was 
able to take over responsibility. In line with this 
principle, the hospital in Tel Aviv was transfer- 
red to the municipality in 1931, with a decreasing 
subvention from Hadassah, until in 1935 the en- 
tire budget was assumed by the Tel Aviv Muni- 
cipality. The Haifa Hospital, which was also 
transferred in 1931, is still receiving an annual 
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contribution from Hadassah, as does the Rural 
Medical Service which was turned over to the 
Kuppat Cholim Amamith. 

Negotiations are now proceeding with the Va’ad 
Leumi for the transfer to it of the preventive 
medical services of Hadassah. Should it be ef- 
fected, Hadassah will continue to contribute sub- 
stantially during the first three years after the 
devolution, so that the transition may be orderly 
and bring no harm to the work. 


The principle of devolution is sound from a 
general Zionist point of view and from the point 
of view of the Yishuv. The Galut must continue 
to meet those needs which the Yishuv is not yet 
able to supply. Only, however, as the Yishuv 
takes financial responsibility will it also be able 
to stamp its psychology and thinking on the devel- 
opment of these activities and arouse local inter- 
est for their support. 

Hadassah’s newest activity, adopted in 1935, 
was the acceptance of the Youth Aliyah project 
of the Arbeitsgemeinschaft which has its central 
bureau in Berlin and branches in various countries. 
Hadassah accepted a budget of approximately 
LP 12,000. for Youth Aliyah for 1935-37, a sum 
sufficient for the transportation and maintenance 
of one hundred boys and girls between the ages 
of 15 and 17 for the two-year period of training. 
The fact that Hadassah raised £22,000. during 
the first year alone, bears testimony to America’s 
realization of the dire need of German youth and 
of its belief that Palestine offers the major solu- 
tion to that need. 

The Youth Aliyah program shows three stages: 
First, there is a brief training period in Germany 
before the child leaves for: Palestine. Then he 
is brought to Palestine where a place has been 
prepared for him in one of the labor settlements. 
Here a well-ordered program of study and manu- 
al work is organized, through which the child is 
prepared either for agricultural life or for a 
trade. At the end of the two years’ training, the 
young people go forth into active life, a large 
majority of them choosing the kvutza form of 
agricultural settlement. 

Special provision had to be made for the youth 
coming from ultra-orthodox homes. Toward this 
end, a children’s village is being erected on Jew- 
ish National Fund land, which will provide for 
the children from such homes the sort of environ- 
ment consistent with their training and their de- 
sire for the fullest orthodox observance. Ha- 
dassah has contributed £3,000. towards the erec- 
tion of the Kfar Hanoah Hadati. 

Hadassah stands as a bridge between the Amer- 
ican Jewish community and the Yishuv in Pal- 
estine. Its activities therefore, have a double 
purpose. In Palestine it interests itself in the 
maintenance of health and allied services and the 
transfer of German youth. In America its aim 
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is the fostering of Zionist ideals and the educa- 
tion of the Jewish woman in the history of her 
people and present day Jewish problems. Those 
who are familiar with the American scene, know 
how strong and vital a force for Zionism Hadas- 
sah is, and know that through the Jewish mother 
Hadassah has reached the Jewish home and touch- 
ed the younger generation. About 60,000 women, 
seniors and juniors, organized in more than 500 
groups, throughout the United States of America, 
are the safeguards for the coming generation, for 
they have brought a knowledge of Zionism and 
an understanding of the Palestinian program into 
the home. If Hadassah had done only a portion 
of what it has done in twenty-five years of con- 
crete health work in Palestine, if it had spent but 
a part of the LP 1,965,000. which it has expended 
for the maintenance of its institutions, its influence 
on Jewish life in America and its strengthening 
of Zionist ideology in a community which was 
subject to the processes of a rapid assimilation 
and consequent loss of its Jewishness, would be 
enough to give it a permanent place in the Zionist 
movement of our times. 


DISPERSION OF GERMAN-JEWISH 


INTELLECTUALS 


ONSIDERING ONE THOUSAND exiled Jewish 
scholars and scientists, we find them today dispersed 
in the following countries: 


1. England (27% of all exiles in this category)...... 270 
Living in London 154 


































































































Cambridge 29 
Oxford 24 
Manchester 15 
In 24 other places 96 
2. United States of America (24%) resermossnissssssenssee 239 
New York State 68 
California 20 
Massachusetts (Harvard alone!) cress oan 
Pennsylvania 16 
Connecticut (New Haven alome!) ccs 12 
In 21 other states 102 
3. France 64 
Paris 56 
4. Turkey 64 
Istanbul 54 
Ankara 19 
5. Palestine 52 
6. Switzerland 46 
7. Holland . 38 
8. Denmark (Copenhagen) 19 
9. Sweden 19 
10. Italy (in 12 different places) 16 
11. Austria 15 
12. Chekoslovakia (Prague) 13 
13. Russia 13 
14. Belgium 12 
15. India 10 
16. Spain 10 
17. Brazil 9 
18. Canada 8 
19. China 7 
20-22. Panama, Australia and Colombia -erecsccssscsssessssseeeee each 6 
23-24. Hungary and Jugoslavia each 5 
25-29. Argentina, Egypt, Ecuador and Tran 2... . each 4 
30-32. Estonia, Poland and Portugal each 3 
33-37. Norway, Peru, South Africa, Syria and Greece... each 2 


38-46. Burma, Lithuania, Guatamala, Ceylon, Irak, 
Venezuela, Tankanika, Cyprus and Finland........ each 


~ 





Total 1,000 
(Table prepared by Ernst Kahn of Jerusalem in the Judische 
Rundschau.) 
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JEWISH FRONTIER 


To Jewish Youth 


FY THE most part youth does not accomplish what it 
hopes. But something remains. There are al- 
ways people who retain the essence of their youth, who re- 
main true to it, who, involved in the every-day affairs of 
life, still try to realize some living part of that for which 
they had so passionately longed a preached when they 
were young. The people who remain faithful, who do not 
lose the interests and ideals of youth together with youth, 
are the pledge that humanity will hold together and will 
unite into something that will deserve to be called 
humanity. 

But it is not true that I would simply depend upon youth 
or ever be satisfied with youth as it is. Because I have al- 
ways lived with young people, because I have, so far as it 
would come to me, ret te 2 and concerned myself with one 
generation after another, I always maintain a critical atti- 
tude toward youth and tell it what, in my opinion, it lacks, 
what is wrong about it, but always, to be sure, from the 
point of view of that hope, of that chance to start again. 
My criticism of youth is in the interests of eternal youth. 

That is why I would like to point out to you something 
that the young people of today do not yet seem to have 
noticed anywhere, that the youth of today is full of pre- 
judices. 

Do you know what prejudices are? 

Youth is accustomed to treat them as something charac- 
teristic of old people while imagining itself unembarassed, 
unburdened with prejudice. But that is not the case. Pre- 
judices are judgments which one makes before one has had 
the experience upon which alone judgments can be based. 
One should therefore almost assume that the old people 
could have no prejudices, since they possess a sufficient 
amount of experience. But it happens, unfortunately, that 
the judgments which people form on the basis of their ex- 
perience in life takes on, for the most part, a hard crust and 
prevents them from having new, stimulating experiences 
from which to create new, correct judgments. 

But what is the case with youth? In reality, despite its 
thirst for experience, youth resists the “having of exper- 
iences.” It begins by taking a passionate wales it decides 
out of passion; it chooses, takes possession of something 
and holds fast to it, not as though it were crusted over, but 
as though it were a flame which one will not permit to die 
down. But just because it is not to die down, one rebels 
against comparing the judgments with which one began 
with new, different experiences. One wishes to have no ex- 
periences which contradict the passionately held, which 
could make it questionable. One wishes to experience only 
that which will confirm one’s “position.” 

Prejudices are not evil in themselves. There are some 
which make a man strong and yet leave his mind open, so 
that he knows his attitude toward the world but is not shut 
off from it. But there are other prejudices which seal a 
man off from the world. Nothing else is permitted to 
enter; this man is “full”. In the course of my life one 
thing has become continually more clear; the thing that 
matters above all to a man is that he should not lose his 
open-mindedness. Real open-mindedness is the most valu- 
able of human goods. I say real open-mindedness. One 
can have a point of view and insist upon it passionately, but 
at the same time one must remain open to the whole world 
and see what is to be seen, experience what is to be ex- 
perienced, and draw all these experiences into the working 
out of that for which one has decided, so that it undergoes 
a constant transformation and yet remains what it is, but 
ever more deeply, ever more true to reality. Both are 
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equally necessary, the firm point of view and that it should 
not hold one shackled. One must stand free where one 
stands and be aware of the world without embarrassment. 

How a prejudice can be sometimes good and sometimes 
bad you can see best in the prejudice which youth usually, 
and especially in our time, has against history. Youth 
likes to imagine that the world begins today with itself: 
“What the old people have done is all nonsense, we will 
change all that.” There is something beautiful and fruitful 
in that; in order that youth may be able to accomplish 
something, it must have confidence in itself. But this same 
prejudice becomes a hindrance and a danger to a generation 
if it leads to blocking off the influence of that which came 
before the generation and which produced it, if the living 
stream of tradition can find no entrance into its soul. Then 
it is pushed away from the eternal values which it should 
represent and realize in its time and in its own fashion; 
its urge for realization has no longer any relation to the 
ultimate reality of being. To be sure, every new gener- 
ation is a new link in the great chain, and every new link 
must be inflamed with the passion of its new being so that 
it may be attached to the others as a new member. But 
both are related: the passion of the new beginning and the 
ability to become a part. In one’s ultimate depths one must 
know: the generations which have brought me forth I 
carry within me, and whatever new thing I do takes its 
essential meaning from that fact. 

The prejudices about which I wish to talk to you are com- 
mon to present-day youth as a whole. And yet every one 
of them has its own special importance and its own — 
seriousness for our people. Everything among us is differ- 
ent, more burdensome, richer in results, more dangerous, 
because of the fact that we are the people with the most 
liability. 

Just that is why I am most deeply concerned about the 
prejudice against the spirit which is so prevalent among 
our contemporary youth, despite the fact that I understand 
its origin well. It is easy to understand that today many 
resist believing in the spirit, having no confidence in it. For 
in the last quarter of a century mankind in general has had 
no pleasant experiences with the a In those periods 
when it was its duty to make itself felt in history, to tell 
the truth about their omission and commission to those 
who made or seemed to make history, it has not only re- 
mained silent, but also spoken falsely. In many cases spirit 
has permitted itself to be used as a tool where it should 
have been its duty to act independently, to denounce and 
direct. But at the same time it has time and time again set 
up for itself a magnificent, independent province outside 
the world of confused ideas. Wherever the spirit has done 
this it has surrendered that which, especially in times of 
crisis, has legitimitized it: that it should always be ready to 
expose itself to reality, to work on it and test itself on it. 

But does this offence of the spirit against our time mean 
that it should retire? The situation reminds me of the 
old story about the king and the evil spirit. Once upon 
a time the king was transported from his throne into the 
wilderness, and on the throne there sat his demon who wore 
the clothing, the fact and the appearance of the king so 
that no one doubted this was the king. But the devil, 
and the people found it always more difficult and painful 
to see what their king was doing. Therefore they rebelled 
against him and would no longer obey him. But no one 
among them imagined that one who did such things 
could not really be the king and that it was necessary to go 
out and seek the real king—who in the meantime in the 
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wilderness had no place in which to lay his head. Indeed, 
in such a situation it is not easy to think of the right thing. 
It is the same with the spirit. That for which 
we rebuke the spirit was done by a pretender who 
resembles the true spirit and has been able to deceive many. 
The practical conclusion that should be drawn from this 
is not to renounce the spirit, but to turn from the false 
king to the true and, if he is not to be found any place 
else, to go out into the wilderness to seek him. 

That is the state of the prejudice against reason. But 
even if others can sometimes attempt to get along without 
the spirit and not be in danger of losing their lives—if we 
Jews should attempt it we would lose ourselves. If we 
should stop believing in the might of the spirit and being 
its artisans, then we put an end to our own right to exist- 
ence and our own reason for existence. We no longer have 
either a destiny or a future. 

The prejudice against the spirit is like that against the 
truth. This is connected with a theory which has made 
constantly greater progress in the last quarter of a century, 
the theory of the relativity of truth. In its practical, 
effective form this theory states that there is no real truth 
for men, but that each one has something that he considers 
true, but which is entirely determined by the social relation- 
ships in which he grew up and by the nature of the soul 
which is individually his. Man stands in a multiplicity of 
external and internal conditions and these multiple condi- 
tions appear also in what he considers true and calls 
true. This theory is at the same time true and false. Cer- 
tainly it would be preposterous to regard man as a vessel 
that can receive a general truth poured into it. 
Certainly each one can recognize, think and express himself 
only from his own point of view; certainly 
we are dependent in many ways in this upon the social 
strata in which we are placed and the psychic strata which 
are placed in us. But the most remarkable thing about 
men is this, that in our lives there are volcanic hours in 
which are swells and ebbs and in which an erruption 
takes places: the weight of the conditioning factors has 
become unbearable, we break out and reach with both 
hands into the dark for a truth that is not conditioned by 
all this, that is unconditioned. We woo, we fight for it. 
Certainly even then we do not grasp the truth, certainly 
we do not rid ourselves of the condition that is our fate, 
and yet there has been a change, something uncondi- 
tioned forces its way into our conditions and permeates it. 
Something that before we were unable to think we can now 
think and say, and this something belongs in the series of 
unforeseen things which renew the world. This erruption 
of the human personality in contact with truth is what from 
time to time becomes decisive and alters our path. It is the 
ever new birth of the soul in man and in mankind. 

Our time, and with it its youth, has become estranged 
from this fundamental fact of our lives. Out of its doubt 
of the possibility of coming into contact with truth our time, 
and with it its youth, is coming closer and closer to the 
point of making use of the concept of relative truth in such 
a way that one is interested only in bringing that to be 
accepted as “‘true’’ which serves one’s own “‘cause’”’; one is 
no longer concerned to seek to truth, even despises such 
a search as nonsensical. Finally one is satisfied with mak- 
ing use of the old superstition that there is truth. 

But what is really the truth? Is there truth for us, can 
we possess it? Can we make it our own? Certainly there 
is none that we can take and put into our pockets. But 
there is an honest, unreserved relationship of the human 
personality to truth, there is a legitimate relationship to it, 
which man preserves and authenticates with his whole life. 
There is this: that man can work for the truth, seven years 
and seven years more, and not get it even then, but the 
relationship to it is ever more honest, ever more true, 
ever more itself become truth. This relationship to truth 
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arises through the very fact that man breaks through his 
conditions not in order to do away with them—that he will 
never be able to do—but in order to get some inkling of the 
unconditioned, to get a breath of it. It is this inkling 
that forever vivifies the relationship of this man to 
the truth. Human truth comes into being by the act of 
trying to realize one’s relationship to truth with one’s whole 
life; and the revelation of human truth comes into being 
when one puts oneself into this revelation and defends it 
with one’s iia 

With this I have come to something else of fundamental 
importance: a life of personal responsibility. But it is just 
against this, against responsibility, that another prejudice 
of youth is directed. Also this prejudice confuses some- 
thing true with something false, the just criticism of an 
individualism which regarded the individual man as the 
meaning and goal of the whole, and the fateful, unjust 
contradiction of the discernment that true fellowship among 
men can arise only out of the realization of their responsi- 
bility for one another; and especially that a crisis in fellow- 
ship such as exists today can be overcome, if at all, only if 
the individual carries out his relationship to the 
situation in all seriousness as a personal responsibility. 
From this obligation to stand firm the man of today, and 
unfortunately also the young man, flees into membership 
in a “collective”, which flight he must decide himself no 
more than once, and which from then on relieves him of 
all care about responsibility. Now he unconcernedly im- 
agines he will be permitted to assist in the accomplishment 
of a common purpose without ever having to ask himself 
seriously whether one or another means is worthy of the 
end or proper for himself, yes, even whether an end 
yl by such means and accomplished has anything 
essentially in common with that which one had set out to 
accomplish. I do not mean to say by this that our youth 
should not work in and for collectives and groups. On the 
contrary. Membership in a group must, indeed, not be a 
flight from the ever new and ever different necessity of 
responsibility, but it can, rather, be the place of real and 
most difficult responsibility and its constant testing-ground. 
If it is that, the respsonsible man can nowhere else prove 
himself as deeply and as entirely. It is then incumbent 
upon the individual man, and also upon the individual 
young man, at the same time to belong to his group with a 
love that is passionate, passionately active and passionately 
militant, and yet, within the group, to be frightened by 
the power of no slogan, to defend the right, to side with 
worthy and proper measures against the unworthy and 
improper, with honest realization against empty accomplish- 
ment, to participate with his whole responsible personality 
in the struggle against unjust interpretations and applica- 
tions within the group, just as he defends the just claims of 
the group outside. 

But it is not only the collective that threatens to destroy 
the personality of the individual man. The intimate environ- 
ment of personality, its content of reality in personal rela- 
tionships, is also being questioned. I mean that prejudice 
against directness which is everywhere seen coming into 
being in the lives of youth. Again it began with a well- 
founded protest, a protest against the over-estimation of the 
sphere of individual emotion, against the modern forms 
of the sentimentalization of life. But together with this 
something infinitely valuable has been given up, unreserved 
personal directness between man and man; an objectivity 
has come to exist between men that creates often, even 
between those who have the same opinion, a peculiar sus- 
picion, a false appearance of reflective depreciation and 
adverse judgment, a distance in contiguity. It is only sel- 
dom that one becomes attached without embarrassment; 
one holds back, one observes, one considers and disputes. 
The other fellow is no longer a personal world like me 
which, from from my own, I realize and accept by the 
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realization; he is a sum of characteristics which seems more 
or less useful to me, a bundle of powers which seem more 
or less capable of being activated by me. And in the final 
analysis it doesn’t matter if the purpose from the point of 
view of which this usefulness is analysed is not that of an 
individual but rather of a group. Yes, one must point out, 
if one is concerned for a common goal, that through such 
purposeful consideration of one’s companions the fruitful- 
ness of the fellowship, the secret of its organic life is 
destroyed. It can flourish only when it is permitted to 
unfold without let everywhere, between each and every 
member of the group. When, to crown everything, per- 
sonal love itself, is subordinated to an activity, it must de 

All the prejudice to which I have called attention are 
related in one way or another with a last, or rather penulti- 
mate, prejudice, the prejudice against faith. This, too, has 
its cause and partial justification: in the fact that the 
religious arrangements and institutions that should be the 
objective representations of the reality of faith have so 
often and in so many ways acted against real faith and 
truth and have opposed the believer, have taken sides 
against his simple existence and with that which happened 
to be powerful and in control in the world. The results of 
this going astray in the foreground have affected the faith 
in the souls of the generation that grew up during the 
crisis and has made it valueless. Again that which is right 
is being abandoned together with that which is false. Real 
faith does not mean that one should confess in empty 
phrases that which one considers true. It means rather that 
one remains open to the unconditioned secret that meets us 
everywhere in our lives and can be comprehended in no 
formula, and that from the roots of one’s being one is 
always ready to live with this secret as one being with 
another. True faith means really that life is sustained by 
this secret. I cannot expect that you will immediately 
understand what I am now telling you. But you can keep 
it in your memory against the hour when the experience of 
your own life will remind you of it and be interpreted by it. 
For the forms in which the secret appears to us are just 
these experiences of our own personal lives. In these ever 
new, unforeseeable, surprising, staggering, overpowering 
appearances it is sometimes very difficult to sustain life with 
this secret, to stand by it. But there is help, there are 
helpers. They are the living tradition of men who have 
truly lived with the secret, and above all, the men of our 
kind who have our mission. They help us by means of 
the pure power with which they have experienced the 
secret, come face to face with it and dedicated themselves 
to it. For faith means in its more real sense a dedication of 
oneself. I know very well that all this that has happened 
comes to us in a dried, stiffened form through the apparatus 
of religion. But it can be revived. There is then once 
more a passage to the living tradition of life, to the life of 
our Bible, yes, directly to it. We too can yet hear the 
voice out of the black letters. 

But this leads us to the question of the last and extreme 
prejudice, which hides behind that against faith, the preju- 
dice against God. 

It is told that in the reign of the Emperor Tiberius a 
ship that was sailing not far from Epirus heard a lamenting 
call from one of the islands which commanded the helms- 
man to announce to another coast that great Pan was 
dead. In every age of humanity there were deaths of Gods 
to announce. But only in ours has a philosopher thought 
it necessary to announce that God is dead. When one says 
about a God that he is dead one means, whether one 
knows it or not, in fact that the images of God are dis- 
appearing, that an image which had been regarded and 
adored as the image of God can no longer be so regarded 
and so adored. 

But it seems that Nietzsche wanted to say something else, 
and this something else is terribly false as a characteriza- 
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tion of our period. For it means a confusion of an image 
with the actual God, whose reality men can never touch 
with any of these images no matter how honestly they 
may from time to time labor to give form to their special 
adoration. The attack on the images of those who attack 
and overthrow these images must take place now and then. 
The soul of man rebels against permitting an image which 
can no longer be accepted as an image, as a picture, to 
remain standing raised over the heads of men to demand 
their adoration. Time and time again men undertake, out 
of their longing for the Godhead, to erect a greater, truer, 
juster image in ever new glory and to their ever new dis- 
satisfaction. The commandment, “Thou shall not make 
thee any image,” means at the same time, “Thou may 
make thee none’, and it is self evident that it refers not 
only to sculptured and painted images, but to all our im- 
aginings, all our abilities to represent. But time and time 
again man must make images, and he must, when he recog- 
nizes that he cannot make them, destroy them again. 

The images fall, but the voice does not become silent. 
“Ye heard the voice of words, but ye saw no form; only 
a voice” (Deut. iv, 12). The voice speaks in all events to 
the people of every generation, encourages them, challenges 
them to meet their responsibilities. At the beginning I 
made reference to the fact that above all else it is important 
that a man should not lose his openness. But to be open 
means just this, that one should not close one’s self against 
the voice regardless of what one may call it. It does not 
matter what one calls it, it matters that one hears it. 

But how can we make it possible to conquer all the un- 
just prejudices that prevent this hearing? We have seen 
that in everyone the protest against something deformed, 
distorted, degenerated, overflows into rebellion against the 
original and true, and so the legitimate is amalgamated 
with the illegitimate. It is therefore necessary to differen- 
tiate one from the other, to draw the line that distinguishes 
the true from the false, and the true is to be sought in its 
actuality and to be recognized so that life may be con- 
structed from it. 

So far I have not spoken expressly of Judaism, but in all 
that I have formulated in general terms I have meant 
Judaism in particular and have referred especially to it. 
Also in its reality false and true are amalgamated. But in 
its truths we find in a single great unity all the true, the 
original and pure that we need in order to conquer the 
unjust prejudices: historical memory, power of intellect, 
ability to accept the truth, power to decide personal 
responsibility, directness between man and man, and finally 
faith, through devotion of one’s entire life, in the Lord of 
the one voice who must be recognized in all his appearances. 
All this is the original mission: of Judaism; and openness 
of Jewish people, of Jewish youth, consist in deriving this 
from its first causes. In order to find the great helping 
power which will stand by you in overcoming the unjust 
prejudices you must begin by casting aside these prejudices 
wherever they hinder you in experiencing true, eternal 
Judaism in the reality of its content. 

The goal is to incorporate this experience into the mate- 
rial of our present lives, of your lives. The goal is life and 
realization in life; but in order to experience one must 
learn. We must attach ourselves to that from which we 
come that we may learn from it. But that is not yet 
achieved if one occupies oneself with Judaism in the ab- 
stract, nor if one studies its history, regardless of how 
fundamentally important that is. It is necessary to force 
one’s way to the genuine word itself, first of all, therefore, 
to greet original evidence of our faith and our devotion 
in its original form. One must hear the living word in 
the language in which it was once spoken and heard. It 
must again become resounding for you, roaring in your ears, 
speaking alive to you across the ages. It wants to be heard 
by you. Learn to hear it! 
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NEHRU: OR EAST AND WEST 
@ by Robert Weltsch 


HE INDIAN constitution is now entering a new 

phase of realization. For India is the great and cen- 
tral testing stone of England. Intentionally or otherwise, 
all methods and experimentations of British colonial poli- 
cies have their source in India. The connection that 
exists between India and Palestine can be discerned even 
in the fact that almost all members of the various com- 
missions sent to Palestine came from the Indian Civil 
Service. The chairman of the present Royal Commission 
to Palestine is a former Minister for Indian affairs. Upon 
close examination of official English policy towards Indian 
problems, we see clearly a number of examples of English 
policy in Palestine which we often fail to understand. The 
similarity is seen not only in England’s reckoning with 
the Moslem population of India, but more so in the fact 
that the hesitant attitude, flexible and not exacting (yet 
taking care of vital British interests) on the part of Eng- 
land towards the demands of the native population for 
independence, first took definite form in India, and later 
was extended to other countries. 

From a cursory examination of India, we can explain 
the trends of thought of the Palestine Arabs and those of 
other countries. For all the constitutional battles of the 
colonial nations are being fought, more or less, after the 
fashion of India. Nowhere else is it clearer how English 
concepts and ideas have found root in the hearts of a 
colonial people and how the very same ideas later turned 
against England. A very interesting study of this creation 
of the new Eastern mentality which has borrowed so much 
from Europe may be found in the autobiography* of one 
of the young leaders of the movement for Indian inde- 
pedence, Javahrall Nehru, who is only 47 years old. Nehru 
whose other book, a collection of political articles,** has 
also appeared recently, wrote his autobiography in prison. 

First the book outlines the history of India between 1920 
and 1935, the revolutionary movement, the internal differ- 
ences of opinion about the methods for the war of inde- 
pendence, a pitiless, bitter criticism of the colonial govern- 
ment. It is interesting to notice, and even important for 
the understanding of the British mentality, that such a 
book by a man, who according to common consent is a 
rebel, in constant warfare with the government, was pub- 
lished in London, the capital of the country against which 
he is fighting. It was graciously received, and was even 
a best seller (between April and August nine editions of 
the book were published). And.truly, from a literary point 
of view, its success was justified. The book is written 
in an extraordinarily lively manner; it is an important 
political and human document. 

Nehru was primarily interested in the natural sciences. 
In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries science 
held an all important place. Indian nationalism in 1907, 
as other Eastern national movements, was founded on 
religion, but the younger elements in the movement began 
to look down upon religion as its foundation. Twenty-five 
years later, however, Nehru again stands in amazement 
before the phenomenon of religion, for the revered Ghandi 
leads his nationalistic battles along religious lines. 

Upon his return to India Nehru threw himself into poli- 
tics and very soon became one of the leaders of the 
Congress Party, a modern man, an intellectual, and a 














* An Autobiography, by J. Nehru, Ed. Lome, London. 
**India and the World, by J. Nehru, Allan and Unwin, London. 
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free thinker. He absorbed the English ideals of political 
freedom, propriety and gentlemanliness. And these 
qualities are his measuring rod for British rule in India. 
The English lead a constant battle with him, imprisoning 
him again and again, but they understand his arguments. 
They deal with such rebels and prisoners in good times, as 
they dealt with Ghandi and many others, as they were also 
forced to deal with Zaghlul whom they have twice exiled. 
It seems that in Palestine too, India has served as a 
model, when in the recent riots the High Commissioner 
paid a visit to the leaders of these riots in their concentra- 
tion camp. These leaders of the rebels were honorably 
dismissed from camp, and now they are again considered 
the rightful leaders of their people. This strange atti- 
tude on the part of the British on the one hand, and the 
young leaders’ unabating demands for uncompromising 
independence on the other, can be fundamentally under- 
stood in the light of Nehru’s book. 

The description of the internal attitudes among the 
various parties is also edifying. The differences of opin- 
ion among the various nationalist groups is typical. On 
the one side we have the realists who wish to advance 
step after step by bargaining with England. As Nehru 
maintains, by accepting — in the government these 
leaders become slaves of the system. England wins them 
over to her side by paying a tax to Indian Nationalism in 
appointing Hindus to certain offices. This may also ex- 
plain why Herbert Samuel freed the rebel Haj Amin and 
made him Mufti of Jerusalem. And it may also explain 
pethaps why the Mufti tried so hard to convince others 
that he did not make peace with the Mandatory. Opposing 
these realists we have a number of extremists. On the 
one hand, there is Ghandi with his principle of passive 
resistance, and economic warfare by home spinning; on the 
other hand, the young leaders who put aside all coopera- 
tion with the government and who wish to undertake a 
long range liberation policy. In the center we have the 
principle of non-cooperation without force (minus Ghandi’s 
doctrine of passive resistance). This slogan of non-cooper- 
ation was sare also by other Eastern nations. The social 
conditions of India have now been tied up by the young 
leaders, including Nehru, with a difficult — The 
great, burning question that is of hindrance to the 
whole movement is the constant strained relationship be- 
tween the Moslems and the Hindus. 

The Moslems have been dissatisfied with the treatment 
of Turkey after the War. The Ali brothers who had been 
imprisoned by England during the War made an attempt 
to tie up the Moslems with Ghandi and the Nationalist 
movement. Both brothers later became famous also in 
Zionist circles. One, Mohammed Ali, died in 1930 and 
with the aid of the Mufti was buried in the Mosque Al- 
Aksah in Jerusalem. The other, Shawcott Ali, came out 
in 1930 after the 1929 riots in defense of the Palestine 
Arabs, and more than once intervened in their behalf 
before England. His trend towards Pan Islamic ideals was 
the cause of his estrangement from the Nationalist move- 
ment. Nehru’s autobiography, full of reverence for, and 
yet bitterly critical of the former Indian leaders, gives the 
Hindu side of the story which the European cannot always 
see. He discusses those developments which finally resulted 
in the round table conferences, which were brought to a 
happy ending by the British Parliament last year in the 
form of the New Indian Constitution. 

There is hardly another book which better explains events 
in the Far East. The European spirit has prospered in India 
among the young people of the middle-class who studied in 








24 


English universities for a number of generations. Now 


these young people wish to overthrow their patron saint. 
Nehru sees the Bic very clearly. He refuses minor 
considerations, although he realizes that life is always a 


matter of compromise. But there can be no compromise 
between Indian freedom and the British Empire. India 
does not want a new government. It wants a new state. 
Only complete separation from English rule will make 
cooperation between these two countries possible. 
separation from British government does not also mean 
separation from English culture. Nehru feels that he 
owes much to Britain for his spiritual development, and he 
cannot now become a stranger to that country. In what- 
ever he does, he feels the influence of English thought, 
English values, according to which he measures and weighs 
other countries and problems of life. He is still in love 
with Britain on all points except politics. And if he be- 
came a deadly enemy of British rule in India it was almost 
against his own will. 

Many of the sixty-five chapters in the book carry texts, 
mostly from English and Indian literature. The motto 
for the last chapter is taken from the Talmud: “The work 
is not upon thee to finish, nor art thou free to desist from 
it.” This chapter was written in prison February 14, 1935. 
Na discouragement here, but full realization that many 
more years of a life of struggle are ahead of him. Finally, 
towards the end of the book, with his frankness and love 
for the truth, Nehru admits that he does not represent the 
feelings of the Hindu masses. He is a strange mixture 
of East and West. In no country is he in the right place, 
in no place is he at home. His thoughts and ideas, gen- 
erally 1 Sagpengs are perhaps more western than eastern. 
But India, as to others of her sons, has clung to him in 
more than one way. Somewhere in his subconscious mind 
exists the racial memory of hundreds of Brahmin genera- 
tions. He cannot liberate himself either from his heritage 
of the past, or from his new contacts. Both are parts of 
him. And although these values help him both in the 
East and in the West, they also bring about in him a feeling 
of spiritual loneliness, not only in his political activity, but 
also in his intimate life. He feels himself curiously out of 
place in the West, and in his own country, too, he some- 
times feels a discomfort. 

A strange book. Even the reader who will not agree 
with all the ideas and political opinions of the author, who 
is now again the head of the Indian National Congress, 
must submit to its charm. He will learn from this book 
not only about a strong and extraordinary personality, but 
also something about the nature and make-up of persons 
whose culture is a mixture of eastern and western civiliza- 
tions, and who, as time goes on, become more and more 
influential in Far Eastern affairs. 


ANTHOLOGY OF MEDICAL CULTURE 


®@ by Israel S. Wechsler 


‘MEDICAL LEAVES. Published Under the Auspices of 
the Histadrut by Medical Leaves, Inc., Distributed by Jew- 
ish Frontier and the League for Labor Palestine. $2.00. 
(Limited De Luxe Edition $10.00.) 

HE LAMENT IS occasionally heard among critics and 

pundits that what the modern physician gained in 
science he lost in culture. This rueful observation is made 
with a longing glance into the past. The doctor of old not 
infrequently was more than a physician even if he was less 
than a scientist. There was the tradition of physician- 
am doctor-philosopher, medical-literary and social man. 

he type, it is said with a sigh, has almost vanished. 

There is a measure of truth to the criticism. Medicine 
has indeed become a science though it has not yet ceased 
to be an art. The field has grown so vast and the need 
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for specialization so pressing, that he would become emi- 
nent in medicine and learned in his specialty must perforce 
narrow his interests. He cannot afford the luxury of 
browsing long among books other than medical or pastur- 
ing in literary fields foreign to his labors. It is a penalty 
one must pay, a privation the cultured doctor must endure. 
And yet the sad’ observation is not altogether true. The 
tradition still lives and the sparks of old occasionally do 
kindle a flame. As a matter of fact, with the growth and 
development of modern medicine has come an awakening 
of interest in ancillary fields, particularly in the cultural and 
historical. 

Perhaps the melancholy critic will brush away a tear 
and his heart may gladden if he will glance at Medical 
Leaves. There he will find a number of physicians, very 
nearly all of them teachers and each eminent in his chosen 
field, roaming in history, affectionately preoccupied, even 
if it be only avocationally, with worthy matters outside 
pure medicine. More than two-thirds of the contributors 
have written on topics which will appeal to the cultured 
man inside and outside the profession; the rest saw fit to 
hew to the professional line. 

The volume begins, appropriately enough, with the 
physician’s prayer by Maimonides—a very inspiring con- 
fession of ith even if one is disinclined to pray. There 
is something of the oath of Hippocrates in this prayer, 
which is less medical and more emotional than its immortal 
precursor. Supplementing this prayer one reads further 
in the volume, in the article on Jewish Physicians of the 
Middle Ages by Abraham Levinson, the oath of Amatus 
Lusitanus, the Portugese marrano of great fame. The 
modern critic or cynic may see in these oaths and prayers 
both a defense against helpless ignorance and a compensa- 
tion for the quacks among the old leeches; but one cannot 
fail to be inspired by the deep ethics and high devotion 
which breathes in these affirmations of faith. They were 
a noble lot, some of those doctors of old. 

Worthy of mention is the article on Abraham Jacobi by 
Dr. Isaac Abt, the psychoanalytic discussion by Dr. A. A. 
Brill of the death instinct as formulated by Freud, and 
the highly interesting History of Urinalysis by Dr. Logan 
Clendening. The eminent neurosurgeon, Dr. Charles A. 
Elsberg, has written on the historical significance of the 
anatomy of the nervous system as found in the early medi- 
cal books. That very gentle and fine scholar, Dr. Harry 
Friedenwald, whose name is so well known to Zionists, 
contributes a scholarly paper on “Two Jewish Physicians 
of the Sixteenth Century’. Dr. Julius Friedenwald chose 
a medical topic. Very valuable, and not less interesting 
because more strictly medical, is the article by Dr. S. 
Milton Goldhammer on the “Distribution of the Blood 
Groups Among the Jews”. More historical is the discus- 
sion of “Hematology in the Bible and Talmud” by Dr. 
Raphael Isaacs. 


A very human article, reflecting more the ethical spirit 
of the writer than of the subjects of whom he writes, is 
the one on “Medical Germany in Liberal Days” by Dr. 
I. S .Held. “Research as a Career in Medicine” by Dr. 
John A. Kolmer is worth reading. Dr. Samuel J. Kopetzky 
has chosen the very conservative title of the “Survival of 
the Unfit”. The more radical thinker might well question 
on social-biological and ethical-philosophical grounds who 
are the unfit. The excellent historical review by Levinson 
already mentioned deserves careful reading. Two papers 
deal with the Hebrew University and the future medical de- 
partment. A fairly spculative essay is the one by Dr. 
Karl Menninger on the “Genius of the Jew in Psychiatry’, 
wherein the view is set forth that it is a flair for verbal- 
ization and a capacity for abstraction. Whatever the val- 
idity of the conclusions the article contains a number of 
acute observations. Dr. Wililam J. Mayo, of great fame, 
contributes a brief autobiographical note on the atmos- 
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phere of Books”. An excellent historical article, which 
should be expanded into a book, is the one entitled “Half a 
Century of Jewish Medical Activities in New York City” 
by Dr. Abraham J. Rongy. 

Of particular interest to the readers of the Jewish Fron- 
tier are “The Story of the Histadrut” by Dr. Herman 
Seidel, “Health Problems of Palestine” by Dr. Joseph 
mg Physician-in-Chief of the Kupat Holim, Tel Aviv, 
and The Palestine Workmen’s Sick Fund (Kupat Holim) 
by Jacob Seide. From the pen of Dr. Solomon Solis-Cohen 
comes, as would be expected, a scholar’s paper on “The 
Itinerant Physician”, being a translation of a chapter of 
the Sefer Tahkemoni from the Hebrew of Judah al Harizi, 
a lay writer of the second half of the twelfth and the first 
quarter of the thirteenth centuries. Dr. Abraham Meyerson 
speaks wisely of the “Realities and Fallacies of Eugenics”, 
Dr. Robert Sonnenschein writes of “Portraits of Medical 
Men”, and Drs. Samuel A. Levine, James B. Colli, Reuben 
I. Kahn, Ira A. Kaplan, Emil Novak, and Bernhard Zondek 
discuss purely medical topics. 

A volume of essays on such a variety of topics is, natur- 
ally enough, difficult to appraise. Some of the articles are 
written with high literary flavor, others are more interest- 
ing for their contents than for their form. Very nearly 
all are worthwhile contributions. Not a few will have 
permanent value and perhaps serve as references. Medical 
Leaves is worth reading and worth keeping. Very obvi- 
ously it makes its appeal to Jewish physicians, on whose 
bookshelf or in whose waiting rooms it may well find 
a place, but it cannot fail to interest the non-Jewish physi- 
cian or the cultured general reader. 

The volume is excellently gotten up, paper, printing and 
binding. There is an inexpensive soft cover as well as a 
limited special edition. The editors deserve much praise 
for their work, which evidently was a labor of love. They 
promise to bring out other volumes of Medical Leaves. 
It is to be hoped that those to come will be as good as the 
one just out. 


THE BIBLE AS LITERATURE 


The Bible, Designed to be Read as Living Literature. 
Arranged and edited by Ernest Sutherland Bates. Simon 
and Schuster. $3.75. 


_. MANY IN OUR generation come to the Bible 
in the manner of Clarence Day’s inimitable Father 
who resented the Patriarchs and found the vengeful David 
of the Psalms a ‘damn low feller”. Ignorance of the 
historical approach to the Bible, suspicious hostility towards 
it precisely because of its central position in organized 
religion, failure to read it at all, are widespread, but seem 
to be peculiarly characteristic of the modern Jewish intel- 
lectual. Probably Jewish self-hate and parvenu reverence 
for alien cultures account at least in part for the resentful 
disinterest in the Bible of many who can devote themselves 
with delight to the study of Church architecture, Icelandic 
sagas, or African religions. 

The importance of Dr. Bates’ rearrangement of scripture 
cannot be overestimated, and its “‘best seller’’ success is 
unusually gratifying. Its general preface and introductory 
notes act as an intelligent, clear-eyed, stimulating guide to 
the understanding of the text; its omission of redundant 
or purely legal material and of those lists of “begats” 
which have overpowered so many children, make for very 
much easier reading. Surely the general reader does not 
need both “Kings” and “Chronicles”, or all four versions 
of the same incidents in Jesus’ biography, or every chapter 
of the weaker minor prophets, and he is entitled to all 
the help which other and far less difficult books give him 
in the form of paragraphing, clear punctuation, quotation 
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marks, chapter headings and a distinctive manner of print- 
ing poetry. 

Despite what seems somewhat too implicit a faith in the 
current conclusions of Biblical scholars, Dr. Bates’ prefatory 
comments are often very illuminating and always meaty, 
concise, and helpful to the reader about to plunge into the 
strange world of a new-old book. Some of his critical 
phrases are particularly apt: the prophetic writings are 
characterized by “constant proletarian protest against the 
injustice of the ruling classes”; the great man’s faults are 
clearly portrayed throughout the Bible because “it was as if 
the Jews so concentrated all their idealizing tendencies 
on the conception of the deity that they were left free to 
observe human nature with washed eyes”; Proverbs is “An 
anthology of Gnomic Poetry” Ruth and Jonah, “protest 
fiction”; Micah, “the first voice in the Western world to 
announce the dream of universal peace’’. 

The new format is, however, the book’s chief contribu- 
tion. Even those well acquainted with the Bible in its con- 
ventional dress are likely to find new values revealed by 
one or another of Dr. Bates’ changes. All the historic 
books, as well as narratives like Esther, Ruth, Jonah and 
Daniel, move with even more pronounced swiftness because 
chapter divisions have been removed. Titles, usually the 
first line of the passage in question, have been given to 
each chapter of Prophets and Proverbs, and the result is as- 
tonishingly beautiful—‘Listen O Isles, unto me”, “Alas 
for the Day’, “When Israel was a child”, “Enter into the 
Rock” are characteristic examples. The reader is prepared 
for the poetry that is to follow, and the fact that it is 
printed as he is accustomed to seeing poetry printed, fur- 
ther increases his receptivity. It would be a useful exer- 
cise for any one interested in the Bible to read, as typical 
instances, Psalm 133, Isaiah 63 and Isaiah 21; 13-17, in 
both Dr. Bates’ edition and the conventional form. In 
the first case, he will see what changed typography can do 
to bring out Biblical poetic rhythm; in the second, how 
punctuation clarifies and enhances the beauty of a chapter; 
in the third, how a magnificently suggestive lyric can be 
evolved out of the confused ending to a chapter in which 
several poems have been run together. 


There is no short cut to the appreciation of the Bible. 
Even Shakespeare and Dante who are individuals and not 
composite literatures, cannot be grasped all at once and 
hurriedly—they demand the sympathetic and patient im- 
aginative insight of the reader. What Dr. Bates has done 
is to make it easy for the modern reader to begin his study 
of the Bible. 

SULAMITH SCHWARTZ. 


ALARA MERRIER A 
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Haifa, Palestine. 


MARTIN BUBER is the gifted philosopher and Zionist whose 
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at first hand the labor movements in Germany, Great 
Britain, France, Poland and Palestine. 
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THE YISHUV FACES 
PARTITION THREAT 


® by Daniel Fineman 


" E CANNOT discuss terms of suffocation with 

those who wave the flag of the Jewish state but 
stifle immigration.” In these words Berl Katzenelson, Jew- 
ish labor leader, crystallized the united opposition of all 
Palestine Jewry to the partition project. The entire yishuv 
(Jewish settlement) denounced the British scheme to gar- 
rotte reconstruction of the National Home. Their Hebrew 
journals launched a vigorous offensive against the plan. 
Davar exposed the fraud inherent in a proposal which fos- 
ters ““ ... a Jewish state without Jews and Zionism without 
Zion.” Haaretz accused England of betraying the “‘sacred 
trust” granted her by the nations of the world. And Ha- 
boker appealed to the Jewish Agency to take up the cudgels 
against partition. Other manifestations of indignation sup- 
plemented this press campaign. Orthodox Jews with flow- 
ing beards excitedly congregated at the Wailing Wall in a 
religious demonstration against the proposed severance of 
Jerusalem from the Jewish state. The Municipal Council 
of Tel Aviv, at a moving session, passed a strong resolution 
condemning British renunciation of the Mandate. And 
labor groups conducted a series of rallies where workers, 
their voices breaking with emotion, decried the scheme to 
rob Jews of large parts of their country. 

Jewish opposition to the partition project, however, 
found more concrete expression than popular demonstra- 
tions and the adopting of resolutions. The most dramatic 
form of resistance took place a week before the Royal Com- 
mission Report officially appeared. On July 1st, a religious 
group of Hapoel Hamizrachi exemplified the will of the 
yishuv to extend its area of settlement in the teeth of anti- 
cipated restrictions by performing a daring feat of single- 
day colonization in an isolated sector of the Beisan district. 
In fourteen hours’ time, fifty young orthodox pioneers, in- 
cluding five girls, established the new intensive truckfarm- 
ing colony of Tirat Zvi (“Encampment of Zvi’, named 
after Zvi Kallischer, one of the founders of the Mizrachi 
movement). At the crack of dawn their motor caravan of 
eight trucks and seven smaller cars set out from Bet Alfa 
for the site of their new 240 acre “encampment”. As they 
literally blazed a trail into the barren area (there are no 
roads) they found waiting to greet them scores of enthus- 
iastic settlers from surrounding districts and representatives 
of national institutions. Jobs were apportioned and every 
one pitched into work. By sundown they had already turn- 
ed the sod, erected houses, thrown up a bullet-proof defense 
barricade with barbed wire outworks, got the power plant 
in shipshape order and constructed a watchtower. And that 
night Tirat Zvi’s powerful searchlight signalled across the 
lonely fields of northern Palestine this message: “Yet an- 
other section of the land has been redeemed.” 

Tirat Zvi is the most spectacular of a series of coloniza- 
tion projects through which the yishuv emphatically reas- 
serted its rights to close settlement on the land. On July 
5th, an American Hashomer Hatzair group called Banir 
took possession of a Jewish National Fund tract in the Sam- 
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arian hills. The following morning, a labor training group 
from Moledet occupied an important Keren Kayemet area 
north of Ain se at the juncture of the Jordan and Jez- 
reel valleys. And the same day fifty German colonists of 
Kvutzat Batelem celebrated the founding of their new set- 
tlement on the eastern shore of Lake Kinnereth (Sea of 
Galilee) near the Syrian frontier. When forty-eight hours 
later the Royal Commission Report included this area in the 
Arab state, the Batelem group reechoed the sentiment of the 
entire yishuv by announcing: ‘Our occupation here means 
that we shall not budge from this spot.” 


In the same spirit of resistance to any partition threat, 
twenty-five stonemasons employed by the newly formed 
Even (‘Stone’) Industries Ltd. leased a 45 dunam tract 
from the Keren Hayesod to found a special settlement of 
their own near Atarot, four miles north of Jerusalem, in the 
region which the British propose to retain for themselves. 
The land not only affords facilities for quarrying, cutting 
and dressing excellent stone for building purposes, but also 
contains fertile patches adaptable for vegetable growing, 
poultry raising and dairy farming. 

Workers near Jericho are carrying on a similar program 
to reclaim regions where Jews have just barely gained a 
foothold. They are rapidly converting the Dead Sea dis- 
trict—a notorious barren waste for thousands of years—into 
a region humming with industrial enterprise. Already ex- 
pert in the extraction of valuable minerals—potash, salts 
and bromides—from the Dead Sea, they recently displayed 
their prowess in a different direction when they launched a 
ship they themselves had constructed—the first all-steel ves- 
sel to be built entirely within Palestine. The ship, which 
carries a load of 100 tons, forms part of a fleet of seventeen 
boats which regularly ply the briny, bitter waters of the in- 
land sea in the service of the Palestine Potash Company. 
Jewish craftsmen there also proved their mettle as dredge 
and crane builders. And to accommodate the large num- 
bers of tourists who enjoy bathing in the mineral waters 
workmen have already started constructing a hotel near 
Jericho. 


This intensification of pioneering work served as the 
Jewish reply to the recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion. For Jews had expected some such attack on their 
tights long before the official publication of the English 
body’s Report. Indeed, they had had a foretaste of British 
evasions of its Mandate responsibilities in the annual report 
which the administration sent to the League of Nations. 
Cold-bloodedly, in order to establish in advance the imprac- 
tibility of the Mandate, the British played a political game 
with the lives of the Jews who had fallen in defense of law 
and order in Palestine. The government, in its account of 
the 1936 disturbances deliberately suppressed all mention of 
such outrages as the despicable slaying of the nurses in Jaf- 
fa or the fiendish murder of the Unger children in Tiberias. 
Instead, through malicious distortion, the administration's 
report made the Jews emerge not as a self-restrained group 
who defended the country against the depredations of ter- 
rorists but rather as Arab-baiters directly responsible for the 
outbreak of the riots. When these outrageous statements 
appeared in print, a violent wave of resentment swept 
through Palestine Jewry. The effrontery of the document 
which gave the lie to the yshuv’s own personal experiences 
during the past year stung Davar into branding the tenden- 
tious, entirely pro-Arab paper a “bill of accusation against 
those who composed it and placed upon it the stamp of 
their approval.” 


This memorandum to the League of Nations helped 
charge the atmosphere with uncertainty over the political 
future in Palestine. Private capital was scared into hiding. 
Millions of dollars worth of contemplated building sudden- 
ly stopped. Fortunately, however, no such quaverings af- 
fected labor groups who successfully kept up the economic 
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tempo of the country. In particular, two Histadrut affl- 
iates, Shihun and Bitzur, performed yeoman’s service. Shi- 
hun, a housing company employing 1,200 workers, which 
has already invested over $5,000,000 to construct low-price, 
efficient habitations for 10,000 people on a cooperative 
basis, stepped in to fill the breach caused by the slump in 
the private building trade. The organization is now put- 
ting finishing touches on plans to house an additional 50,- 
000 people on land eh a in its possession in urban dis- 


tricts. In Haifa, Histadrut workmen recently pounded the © 


last nails into a mammoth building covering an entire city 
block which will house eighteen shops on the ground floor 
and the offices of the Keren Kayemet, Keren Hayesod and 
two important banks on the second storey. And early in 
July, Tel Aviv laborers laid the foundations for a new sub- 
urb of 120 houses for refugees who fled bloody Jaffa when 
the disturbances broke out there last year. 

Bitzur (“Consolidation”) Corporation, Ltd., a public 
works financing company drawing its capital from the 
Keren Hayesod and the Histadrut Unemployment Fund, 
has also undertaken a number of building projects. In nor- 
thern Tel Aviv it will shortly facilitate the building of a 
new $200,000 suburb consisting of 200 houses for workers 
in the new all-Jewish port. And in the colonies of Kfar 
Saba and Gan Yavneh and the township of Petah Tikva, 
from funds raised in memory of Moshe Beilinson, late 
editor of Davar, it is putting up 160 homes. Bitzur, in- 
deed, has embarked upon a large public works program cal- 
culated to absorb a great number of Jewish laborers who 
usually bear the brunt of the agricultural slack season. 
Thus it is providing employment for 60 workers by spon- 
soring a $5,000 —— project near Raanana to wipe 
out a 25 dunam breeding-ground of malarial mosquitoes— 
long a constant menace to nearby colonists. It is also mak- 
ing funds available for a much needed water reservoir in 
Bnei Brak. In addition it has financed the construction of 
two new streets in Rishon Letzion, a paved road through 
Ness Tziona citrus groves, a road linking the main Jaftfa- 
Gaza highway with Beer Tuvia, arterial thoroughfares in 
Petah Tikva and a road from Hedera through Heftziba to 
the sea. 

Jews hail all these projects as manifestations of their will 
not to swerve from their path of continuous economic de- 
velopment. For the partition threat has not succeeded in 
obscuring the horizon. Zionists refuse to let the Royal 
Commission plan deject or dishearten them. Their un- 
dauntedness may best be gauged by their reactions to two 
incidents. The first took place at Gan Yahveh where well- 
drillers of the Hassadeh Kibbutz, after many days of tireless 
boring, announced that they had struck a water source yield- 
ing 500 cubic meters of good water hourly. As 
soon as the glad news was bruited abroad the Jewish com- 
munity enthusiastically acclaimed ‘this find as a prospect for 
revolutionizing colonization possibilities. For the discovery 
transforms this relatively arid region in southern Judea into 
fertile farmland suitable for intensive cultivation. Even 
more exciting were the official ceremonies at which Hulda 
—scene of the murder of several colonists eight years ago— 
took its place anew in the ranks of the outlying Jewish set- 
tlements. The entire yishuv thrilled to learn that this spot, 
abandoned to the jackals since the 1929 riots, will once 
again reecho with the cry of the Jewish herdman and the 
clatter of dishes in the cooperative kitchen, For the rebirth 
of Hulda constituted more than a defiant challenge to Arab 
terrorism. It symbolized the determination of Palestine 
Jewry, at the very moment when Britain counsels dismem- 
berment of the Jewish state, to persevere, despite all ob- 
stacles, in the rebuilding of the National Home. 









WHICH WAY BRITISH LABOR? 
® by Elsie Gluck 


HE BURNING question on the world labor scene, 
might be summed up in the phrase “Which way British 
Labor?”. This statement may perhaps seem overdrawn 
to both British and to American labor. But to the partici- 
pants in three important international labor conferences in 
the last two months, it is a summation of the most vital 
points of the conflict within these bodies. In Geneva, 
American labor delegates to the Annual Conference of the 
International Labour Organization of the League of Na- 
tions had cause to be sceptical about the oft-praised 
strength of the British unions when the British employer 
and the British government delegates voted against the 
decision to recommend to member governments a 40-hour 
week in textiles and a raising of the minimum age for entry 
into industry. In Paris, a crisis arose in the Executive 
of the Labour and Socialist (Second) International over 
the issue of the best tactic of labor and socialist parties in 
fighting fascism, and the policy towards Spain. The three 
chief officers of this international (consisting of the Aus- 
trian socialist, Adler, and the Belgian socialists, de 
Brouckere and Van Rossbroeck) offered to resign because 
they did not agree on the issue of fighting fascism with the 
dominant wing in the Executive, led by the British Labor 
Party delegates. In Warsaw, at a meeting of the Inter- 
national Federation of Trade Unions, Jouhaux, leader of 
the French trade unions, sharply criticized the British 
trade union leaders for their failure to exert sufficient 
peg on the British government on the Spanish issue. 
o the Austrian, Czecho-Slovakian, French and Belgian 
delegates, Sir Walter Citrine’s opening speech must have 
seemed strangely blind. He declared that “Fascism has 
passed its zenith and is on the downgrade” and that war 
is farther off on the horizon than at any time in the past 
five years. This at a time when Polish authorities refused 
to grant visas to the delegates of Mexico and of loyalist 
Spain to enter the country and thus attend the conference 
and when persecution of Jewry resulted in a solution of 
condemnation by the I. E. T. U. In Paris, during this 
speech, the Belgian delegates were instrumental in having 
the Labour and Socialist International take cognizance of 
the fact that the object of the visit of the Belgian 
premier, Van Zeeland, to the United States was to recom- 
mend that loans be made to Germany and to Italy. 


It is a new and strange role for British labor to play 
in international labor bodies. A dozen years ago, it con- 
stituted the left wing on the issue of working toward unity 
with the Communists in trade union and political work and 
it was then the Social-Democrats of Germany, backed by 
the French delegates, who formed the right wing. Today, 
the British movement seems to have succeeded both to the 
position and the attitude of the German delegates. Aus- 
tria, which always took the left position, is now backed by 
France. But French trade unionists and Socialists are 
themselves in a jam on international policy because of the 
inability of France, until now, to play a role independent 
of Great Britain. Indeed, the French socialists, now meet- 
ing in Congress, arg debating the role of Blum and other 
leaders in government office. It is safe to guess that the 
vote of censure was approved by only one-third of the 
delegates, mainly because the role of Great Britain in 
hampering French policy was recognized. 


To European labor, it is inconceivable that a party with 
the numerical strength and the trade union backing of the 
British Labor Party, should not have exerted its pressure 
against a governmental policy which is becoming increas- 
ingly favorable to Germany and Italy on the pretext of 
peace. 
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Critics from within of the British Labor Party would 
probably venture the explanation that this strange reversal 
of the role of British labor on the world scene is due, in 
the main, to what is happening to the British trade union 
movement. For it is the British trade unions which con- 
trol the policy of the British Labor Party. 

The most articulate of the critics of British trade union- 
ism are G. D. H. Cole, the historian of the British labor 
movement, and Harold J. Laski. The latter headed his 
article, in the Nation of July 3rd, ‘Wanted a British C. I. 
O.” As recently as 1934, Cole had stated that, with the 
destruction of German trade unionism, the British trade 
unions were more strongly organized than any labor move- 
ment in countries of industrial capitalism, despite the drop 
in membership from eight million in 1920 to less than five 
million. In his most recent book on the British scene, he 
has analyzed the distribution of this trade union member- 
ship to show the increasing weakness of British trade 
unionism. 

British trade union membership has remained practically 
stationary since 1933 despite the fact that unemployment 
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was never as severe as in France and in the United States. 
French trade union membership has quadrupled meantime; 
its five million members represent a far larger proportion of 
the organizable population than Great Britain’s four or 
four and a half million. In the same period, American 
trade union membership has probably tripled. It is today 

robably about seven million: three and a half million in 
the A. F. of L., three million in the C. I. O., and probably 
half a million in the railroad brotherhoods and unaffiliated 
independent trade unions. At the present time, it is safe 
to say that as large a percentage of American wage-earners 
in non-agricultural and non-domestic service occupations 
are organized as in Great Britain, and the American organ- 
ization drive has just begun. Moreover, French and Amer- 
ican gains have been mainly in large-scale mass production 
industries, in former non-union areas, and in the field of 
white collar and public employment. It is precisely in 
these fields that British trade unionism is losing. For one 
thing, under the Trade Union Dispute Act of 1927, British 
government employees’ unions may not be affiliated with 
federations including workers in private employment. 
Thus, of the four and a half million trade unionists, only 
three and a half million are in the British Trade Union 
Congress. Then, in certain industries, such as coal and 
textiles, which depend on export trade, unemployment is 
widespread and membership has been dropping off. The 
decline in these two industries vitally attects the condition 
of the workers. Finally, British industry has been quietly 
“backing out” of unionism by technological changes which 
have displaced organized skilled labor and by migration 
to non-union areas. Almost completely unorganized are 
—— employees, salespersons and others in the distributive 
trades. 


This account of the decline of British trade unionism 
sounds amazingly like the indictment of the A. F. of L. by 
the C. I. O. and again represents a turn-about from the state 
of affairs at the beginning of the twentieth century. Then, 
the victories of the British transport workers, the gas 
workers and other unskilled groups meant the triumph 
of industrial over craft unionism and set the stage for the 
foundation of the British Labor Party. Today, however, 
within the Transport Workers’ Union, there is a fierce 
internal conflict over the outcome of the London bus strike, 
the latest development in which is the expulsion of the 
leaders of that strike from the union. Cole and Laski 
alike speak of the dominance of the craft union point of 
view in Great Britain, the neglect of new tactics in reach- 
ing women workers, the unskilled, and non-union areas, 
And thus far, the powerful trade union movement, rein- 
forced by the Labor Party, has not been able to wipe off 
the statute books the Trade Union Disputes Act of 1927. 


It is this situation in the trade union movement which 
may explain the trend in the Labor Party, rather than the 
mere fact of the numerical dominance of the trade union 
bloc in the Party. And if this is true, the change suggested 
by the National Executive of the Labor Party—to give local 
labor parties and socialist societies the right to elect their 
own nominee on the executive and to increase the number 
of such members from the local parties—only meets the 
problem half-way. The more vital problem would seem to 
be a revival of the trade union movement itself. 


Praise of British trade unionism these days comes from 
strange sources. The American dailies carry innumerable 
articles of praise by American employers or their repre- 
sentatives of the responsibility and conservatism of British 
labor and the virtues of the Trade Union Disputes Act of 
1927. The Manchester Guardian Weekly of June 25, how- 
ever, summarizes the British role in the International Labor 
Conference in Geneva by stating that the United States “has 
become a predominant influence . . . and the leader of the 
progressive countries” while the British Government “found 














ay 


fe 





AvucustT, 1937 


itself in an ignominous minority, supported only by India, 
Japan and three of the most socially reactionary countries 
in Europe...” 

Bitter though the European labor delegates may be 
at the attitude of the British trade unionists, they cannot 
now risk the break-up of the International Federation of 
Trade Unions. As a matter of fact, there is a basis for 
hope in that body, even if British labor does not change 
its attitude. If French trade unionism can hold its mem- 
bership and its gains, through the present crisis of the hotel 
lockout and the new tax program, it will replace the British 
trade unions in predominance. Then again, American 
influence is likely soon to be felt in this body. The Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor chose this year to apply for 
re-affiliation. Many of the European delegates felt it 
would be better to wait for the outcome of the present 
struggle between the C. I. O. and A. F. of L., before 
granting international recognition to either. (Most of the 
American unions are already in the international trade 
secretaries are C. I. O. unions.) Mr. Woll, in his speach of 
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application, held forth the hope that within a year the 
American labor movement would again be unified, and 
the A. F. of L, was admitted—without prejudice, however, 
to the C. I. O. The balance of the I. F. T. U. may well 
hang on the question of which branch of the American 
trade union movement is represented. In the light Mr. 
Green’s latest pronouncement on the steel strikes, there 
is little or no hope for unity now in America. 

In the crisis of the socialist and labor parties, there is 
even less hope, what with the French party internally torn 
and the American party weak. If the British Labor Party 
and the Scandinavian labor parties are correct in their 
reading of the world situation, there need be no fear either 
of fascism or of war, and their leadership of the Second 
International will turn out to have been for the best. Un- 
fortunately, however, it is the very policy of the British 
government in the Spanish situation to which British labor 
has given its approval, which seems to indicate that the 
Austrian and Belgian leaders‘ of the International have 
grounds for their fear. 





WORLD PRESS REACTS TO PARTITION 


(Continued from page 3) 
that partition is the only solution. It may 
be that the British will insist on it. In 
that case Arab and Jew must make the 
best of it. But we are afraid that the 
chief result will be to Balkanize Palestine 
and to end forever the hope that the Holy 
Land might become not only a refuge for 
persecuted Jews but a free and democratic 
country in which Arab and Jew might live 
side by side, as people of different lan- 


guages and racial stocks live side by side in - 


Switzerland, independent, prosperous and at 
peace.” 
American Liberal Weeklies 

The Nation says editorially: “. . . The 
Arabs as well as the Jews have strong his- 
toric claims; but the Jewish claims are far 
more urgent in view of the anti-Semitic 
policies of the German and Polish govern- 
ments. Although the proposed partition 
violates both of these claims, it provides 
a feasible plan of national self-government 
for a great majority of the present inhabi- 
tants of Palestine, and will permit some- 
what greater Jewish immigration during the 
present critical years than would otherwise 
have been considered practicable by the 
British. Once the principle of partition is 
accepted, the details’ of the commission's 
plan stand out as a reasonable compro- 
mise...” The Nation anticipates diff- 
culty for the new state from Mussolini, 
Arab hostility, Nazi misrepresentation and, 
in case of socialist control of Palestine, 
from general as well as Jewish capitalist 
opponents. But “despite the obvious dan- 
gers which are inherent in the division of 
Palestine, the plan seems to make the best 
of a nearly impossible situation . . .” 

The New Republic, in its editorial says: 
“, . . Such precedents as we have from the 
past féw decades for a proposal of this sort 
are mostly unfavorable to it. To be sure, 
one somewhat analogous scheme worked 
fairly well: the exchange of populations 
between Greece and Turkey after the war 
between those two countries. Everywhere 
else, the attempts so blithely made in Paris 
in 1919 to create new states and carve up 
old ones have left an ominous legacy ... . 
The task of moving 250,000 persons 
(Arabs) from their homes and resettling 
them somewhere else, with extremely lim- 
ited funds and an atmosphere of suspicion 
and hatred, is one before which even the 
most competent and devoted British civil 
servant might quail. Moreover, the whole 
Palestine situation lies in the shadow of 
vast international intrigue. Frequently in 
the recent past, Italy has been accused of 


seeking to stir up the Arabs against Great 
Britain, of seeking indeed to make the 
whole Mediterranean an Italian lake. 
France, Germany, the U. S. S. R. all have 
interests, present or future, real or imagin- 
ary, in Asia Minor which might impinge 
fatally upon this whole plan. The most 
serious of all problems in Palestine is 
poverty. The Jews have brought a com- 
paratively higher standard of living and 
improved social services into a country 
where many of the Arabs toil for the lowest 
possible wage for the benefit of a little 
group of landlords and exploiters of their 
own race . . . While there are some com- 
munal experiments on a socialized basis, 
there is also exploitation and subsequent 
unrest. It is a striking fact that the phrase 
“Jewish fascism” is so often heard, even if 
half-jokingly, in Palestine. If the British 
Royal Commission could have solved the 
problem of maldistribution of wealth in 
both the Jewish and Arab communities, 
there would have been no need for such 
heroic measures as have now been pro- 
posed. But magnificent common sense of 
this sort is perhaps hardly to be expected, 
and least of all from a Royal Commis- 
sion... 


Polish and German Anti-Semites 
Don’t Like It Either 


The anti-Semitic Polish Government or- 
gan, Czas, after expressing dissatisfaction 
with partition and the proposed Jewish 
State, says editorially: ‘The misery of the 
Polish Jews is growing from day to day 
and a divided Palestine will measurably 
decrease the chances of a Jewish mass 
emigration from Poland. We are opposed 
to partition on the ground that it stifles 
our efforts to export the Jews from the 
Polish Republic. We shall fight this 


THE 


scheme in the League of Nations and we 
hope to have allies in other countries who 
are equally interested in ridding them- 
selves of Jews.” 

The British Royal Commission’s Pales- 
tine recommendations are generally un- 
favorably received by the German press. 
Dr. Alfred Rosenberg, Nazi cultural leader 
and editor of the Voelkischer Beobachter, 
says in that paper that the British plan is 
“complicated and unnatural.” 

He concludes that the situation is most 
difficult and that for Britain to keep her 
agreements with both Jews and Arabs seems 
impossible. Britain herself, he asserts, 
created a pan-Arab situation mainly for 
economic reasons, such as the development 
of Iraq oil fields. 

The semi-official Diplomatische Korre- 
spondenz remarks: 

“The British made sweeping promises 
to the Arabs at the start of the World War. 
At the same time they have tried to make 
a happy compromise with the Jews, but the 
consummation of this ‘judgment of Solo- 
mon’—namely, territorial division—is now 
exceedingly difficult. 

“On one side the Jews relied on the 
provisions of the Balfour declaration. On 
the other this division of Palestine means 
nothing more or less than territorial ampu- 
tation for the Arab world. To reach a 
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lasting agreement under such circumstances 
seems extremely problematical.” 


Opinion In American Jewish 
Daily Press Is Divided 


_The American Jewish daily press is di- 
vided in its opinions. However, though 
dissatisfied with various details in the Bri- 
tish proposal, it is inclined not to reject 
the entire scheme outright. 

The Jewish Morning Journal offers the 
opinion that the division will create new 
problems more complicated than those of 
the past. It considers the proposal to 
divide Palestine a result of British “weak. 
ness and indecision . . . Great Britain has 
pursued a similar wavering policy in Spain, 
Ethiopia and Manchukuo. The only dif- 
ference is that in the case of those coun- 
tries England has a right to muddle 
through, but on the other hand it has 
definite obligations toward Eretz Israel . . . 
In any case, the English Mandate will for a 
long time function even after the division. 
The process of division will not work out 
easily and rapidly.” 

The Forward sharply criticizes the Com- 
mission’s contention that Jewish and Arab 
interests are irreconcilable. ‘‘Within their 
two thousand years of exile Jews have ac- 
quired the art of living peacefully with 
their neighbors. All Zionist parties, par- 
ticularly labor Zionists under the leader- 
ship of the Histadrut, have clear programs 
for establishing amicable relationships be- 
tween the two peoples in Palestine. And 
all Zionist parties can present stacks of evi- 
dence which demonstrate that the British 
officials in Palestine have deliberately fo- 
mented Arab-Jewish differences.” None- 
theless, the Forward concludes editorially: 
“The last word on the question can be said 
on behalf of the Jews only by the Zionist 
Congress. No one should try to force its 
decision by ‘accepting’ the plan and thus 
weaken Jewish bargaining power with 
England.” 

The Day is the only American Jewish 
daily which enthusiastically hails the Bri- 
tish proposal as a great event in Jewish 
history: “We have accustomed ourselves 
to the thought that the Balfour Declara- 
tion applied to Eretz Israel within its his- 
torical boundaries . and considered 
ourselves wronged when England narrowed 
our country by lopping off Trans-Jordania. 
Our entire diplomacy was oriented on the 
extension of Eretz Israel and on creating 
new positions and trategic points . . 
But we must not put ourselves in the 
position of those who desire the maximum 
and reject every minimum and every oppor- 
tunity which life offers us. We have no 
right to take such risks . . . Jewish history 
did not start yesterday and will not end 
tomorrow. In order to recommence the 
thread of a Jewish life we must begin a 
new starting-point—a sound and solid basis 
for Jewish life. And that basis is the 
Jewish state as we now must accept it. 
From the sea to the hills of Judea is only 
a day’s journey by train, but perhaps takes 
a generation or more in the world of 
politics. Let us not fear the times; rather, 
let us believe that just as Herzl’s dream 
has come true even though in a restricted 
form, this incident marks the beginning of 
redemption and that the Jewish people will 
again occupy its rightful place in the so- 
ciety of nations, free as we have always 
envisioned.” 
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LEAGUE FOR 
LABOR PALESTINE 


SUMMER SCHOOL 


HE LABOR ZIONIST SUMMER 

SCHOOL of the League and the 
Hechalutz opened July 2nd, at the 
Hechalutz Farm in Cream Ridge, N. 
J., with an outstanding program, be- 
fore an audience of two hundred and 
fifty guests: The opening lecture was 
delivered by Hayim Greenberg on 
“The Jewish Title to Palestine’. The 
audience gathered around a camp-fire 
on the back field of the farm. The 
evening started with Palestinian songs 
led by Levi Soshuk. After the lecture, 
many of the guests joined the Halut- 
zim under the leadership of Ben 
Zion in a hora and other Polk dances. 
The other lectures were delivered by 
Beba Idelsohn on “The Working Wo- 
man in Palestine’ and by Abraham 
G. Duker, on “Jewish Economic Situ- 
ation in Eastern Europe”. Bracha 
Zfirah and Nachum Nardi, and the 
young Palestinian violinist, Zvi Zeit- 
lin, gave a memorable musical 
program. 

The Summer School is conducted on 
a basis of cooperation on the part of 
the guests in carrying out the program 
of activities; more than fifty people, 
thus took part in the promotion of the 
program, in the service of the house, 
and in the dining room. It was a 
real cooperative society conducted in 
the spirit of Labor Palestine. Mr. 
and Mrs. Davidson, Misses Anne and 
Sarah Munves, Mr. and Mrs. Tannor, 
Mr. Joseph Boxenbaum, Miss Ruth 
Goldberg, Miss Esther Baxt, and Miss 
Miriam Haironson were particularly 
instrumental in making the opening 
week-end of the school a success. 

The program for the remainder of 
the Summer School period, included 
lectures by Jacob Golub, Emanuel 
Gamoran, Louis Kraft, Solomon 
Zemach, Alexander S. Kohanski, 
Avraham Ben-Sholem, Joshua Starr, 
Elsie Gluck, Avraham Cohen, Abra- 
ham Revusky, and Abraham G. Duker. 
Concerts were scheduled by Bracha 
Zfirah, Nachum Nardi and other musi- 
cal talents. The school was open 
until July 23rd. 

A special League Seminar of 14 lec- 
tures was held from Friday, July 
23rd, to Friday, July 30th. At this 
Seminar, Abraham Revusky delivered 
a series of five lectures on the 
Histadrut, its origin, development, 
and institutions. Abraham G. Duker 
will give five lectures on “The Jewish 
Labor Movement’, and Alexander S. 
Kohanski on ‘‘Methods of Organiza- 
tion and Program of League Chap- 
ters”. This Seminar is designed for 
members of the League who are inter- 
ested in acquiring a more intimate 
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SALTZMAN'S 


OVERLOOK 
LOCH SHELDRAKE, N. Y. 
Modern ! 

Every Pleasure and Sport ! 
Music ! Bathing ! 


We have a social staff; 
kosher meals; fine guests 
and moderate prices! 








Telephone, Hurleyville 259 
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Say It With Flowers! 
Halutz Moshe Ostrower grows roses 
and other beautiful flowers at Kfar 
Bialik, Haifa, Palestine. If you want 
to send flowers to relatives or friends x 
in Palestine send your orders by cable fg 
or by letter to Moshe Ostrower, Kiryat Bg 
Bialik, Haifa, Palestine. For $3.00, a § 


bouquet will be delivered anywhere x 


in ‘Palestine. Or Mr. Harry Harrison, 
Chairman, Brooklyn Chapter, League 
for Labor Palestine, 122 Broadway, 
New York City, will be glad to for- 
ward your order on receipt of your 
remittance to him. 





knowledge of the Histadrut and in 
later assuming a leading role in the 
work of our organization. 


WEEK-END OUTINGS AT 
THE SUMMER SCHOOL 


After the close of the regular ses- 
sions, the school will continue on 
week-ends for the rest of the summer. 
Special cultural and social programs 
are being planned. The week-end of 
July 30 to August 1st is sponsored by 
the Hebrew-speaking Council of the 
League. The week-ends will continue 
until August 22nd, inclusive. Further 
information may be obtained at the 
office of the League, 1225 Broadway, 
New York City, Murray Hill 4-0858. 


NOTES 

NEW CHAPTER IN NEWARK: 
A new League chapter in the name of 
the late Dr. J. Polevski was recently 
organized in Newark, N. J. Mr. Harry 
Friedgut, Executive Director of the 
local J. M. & Y. W. H. A., took the 
initiative in forming this group. The 
organization meeting was addressed 
by Goldie Myerson. More than 40 
people who attended designated their 
intention to join the League. A tem- 
porary committee was elected to make 
preparations for the fall program. 
Delegation to Zionist Congress 

The League will be represented at 
the Twentieth World Zionist Con- 
gress by the following delegation: Dr. 
Samuel Wohl of Cincinnati, Miss Rose 
Stoloff, Dr. H. Grushkin and Rabbi 
Joshua Trachtenberg of New York, 
Mrs. Brasley Cohen, of Los Angeles, 
is an alternate delegate. 
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THE ADULT CAMP OF CONTENTMENT 


LOG TAVERN 


Phone: MILFORD 9275 
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EVANS 
KIAMESHA HOTEL 
FALLSBURGH STATION 
Kiamesha Lake 


Monticello 621 
Dietary Laws Strictly Observed 
1226 SHERMAN AVE., BRONX, N. Y. 

















TO. 2-2028 GR. 7-0069 
DAN 2N — wy} 70 
When In 
e\ 
(eS) TEL AVIV 
4 con Stop on the 
: Seashore at 


HOTEL FISH 


“The Center of English-Speaking 
Jews” 
e Modern Conveniences 
e e Operated by Americans 
e e e Patronized by Leading Jews 
ee e e American Table and Hygenic 
Standards 





LABOR ZIONIST SUMMER 
SCHOOL 


of the 
LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 
and the 
HECHALUTZ ORGANIZATION 
OF AMERICA 


at the Hechalutz Farm 
Cream Ridge, N. J 
Lectures on Jewish Economic, 
Political, and Cultural Life 
Social Events, Concerts 
by outstanding artists 
Sports and Entertainment 
Physical Accommodations in 
Excellent Condition 





Rates $12.00 per week 





Week-end Outings: 
July 23, 30; August 6, 13, 20 
Rates: $5.00 a week-end 
LEAGUE SEMINAR 
at Hechalutz Farm 
Cream Ridge, N. J. 
Friday, July 23 to Friday, July 30 




















Lecturers: Abraham G. Duker, 
Alexander S. Kohanski, Abraham 
Revusky. 


Topics: The Jewish Labor Move- 
ment, the Histadrut, Methods of 
Organization and Program of the 
League. 

Rates: $12.00 for the week; $2.00 
per day; $5.00 for the week-end 
of 2 days. 

Reservations and Information: 


LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 


1225 Broadway New York City 
Murray Hill 4-0858 











MEDICAL LEAVES, conceived as a publication of Jewish medical, scientific ¢ 
cultural content where great Jewish leaders of science and medicine could gathe 
INTERESTED? annually from all parts of the world for common purpose and good, is an o 


standing success! 
In these fascinating Medical _ 
and Related Jewish Problems? THE LIMITED SUPPLY of Medical Leaves is being snapped up by intellige 


You will find them all in readers who are interested in Jewish work in science and medicine. Medic 
MEDICAL LEAVES Leaves is serving as a means of reorientating thousands of doctors in the interes 


V ae ae a to Nor- of constructive thought and effort for their people. Through it the voice of 
Dr. A. A. Brill great Jewish Academic World is being heard in defense of Jewish rights 4 
Distribution of Blood Groups 
Among the Jews. aspirations. 
Dr. S. M. Goldhamer 
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